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PREFACE 

Circumstances Leading to the Debate 

During the Winter of 1969 Mr.Wayne Jackson of the East Main Street 
Church of Christ sent out a ’'Goliath" challenge to. anyone at Western 
Apostolic College who would be willing to debate him on a series ot 
doctrines. The doctrines were the Trinity, baptism in Jesus name 
only, and mechanical instruments in worship. These doctrines were to 
be discussed one night a piece. 

Feeling that one night each could not possibly do justice to any one 
of these doctrines, Mr,Ferguson selected the one that more nearly 
accentuated the differences between the two groups and suggested that 
all the nights be devoted to one doctrine rather than spread out 
among several. 

Also it was felt that if Mr.Jackson’s view of the Godhead were shown 
to be false, then his baptismal formula would also be false or vice 
versa. Therefore if Mr,Jackson lost the Godhead debate or Mr.Ferguson 
lost, then he would automatically lose the debate on the baptismei 
formula since the two are so closely connected. 

As far as mechanical instruments are concerned the local Church of 
Christ Bible College at San Jose has an excellent department of music 
which includes very fine instruction in instrumental musi . PP 
ly the Church of Christ has not been very successful in even convinc¬ 
ing their own constituency about this doctrine. It was felt tha r. 
Jackson should clean up his own back yard before he started to work 
on ours. Hence, it was not deemed worthy to waste time debating an 
issue which was so doubtful that much of Mr.Jackson s 0W J n J? 0 Y e ^®^ . 
has not accepted it. The challenge should have went to SBC instead 

of WABC, 


Mr.Jackson’s Background 

Mr,Jackson has been a Church of Christ minister for about ten years. 
Most of his ministry has been spent as acting pastor of their ^ast 
Mam Street church In Stockton, California, He m a graduate of the 
College of the Evangelists (Church of Christ) and otockton College. 

He has engaged in a number of debates on a variety of subjec s» 

Mr.Jackson speaks on a Sunday morning broadcast called "Truth equals 

Freedom”, He also edits a journal entitled the Christian 

He has been a contributer to a number of national magazines wit in 
his own movement. He is a very fluent speaker and well Y? r ® e .H?, 
debating techniques. He is apparently in the nabit of nukmg challeng „ 
to debate various local ministers i ' the Stockton area, ^e even go ■-> 

So far as to sometimes print these challenges in the local paper. 


'Constituents from the Church of Christ predicted a speedy victory 
for Mr.Jackson evidently because of his superior background in ae a« 
ting. Word was sent to admonish these elements. They were warned, 
with the words of King Ahab to the Syrian King who made a similar 
- challenge in Bible days, I Kings 20 j 11 gives the following advice 
V to people of such arrogancys "Let not him that girds on his-armor 
boast: as lie -that taketh it. of f." 





Hr♦Ferguson’s Background 

Mr.Ferguson is a layman in the United Pentecostal Church, For four 
years he has been teaching Biology and other subjects at Western 
Apostolic Bible College, but has had little ministerial experience 
beyond this. 

He holds an M,A„ in Greek and Hebrew from Wheaton College, He is 
presently completing a Master of Divinity degree at the same school, 
(completed June, 1970) His master’s thesis on a translation problem 
in Greek and Hebrew was acclaimed by the examining committee as an 
original contribution to knowledge in the field of Bible translation. 

This was Mr,Ferguson*s first time to be in or even attend a public 
debate. The United Pentecostal Church thought it best to send an un¬ 
experienced layman so as to make the debate more sporting and give the 
Church of Christ debator more of a chance. 

The Outcome 

A friendly congenial spirit pervaded throughout most of the debate. 

It is unfortunate that when Mr.Jackson was unable to establish his 
case or to break down any of Mr. Ferguson’s affirmative arguments 
that he became bitter and spent most of his final speech slinging mud 
and ridiculing the person of Mr, Ferguson and others. If the reader 
is tempted to feel badly toward Mir. Jack a on he is cautioned to remem¬ 
ber that if he were placed in as embarrass.ng a situation as Jackson 
was, he might not have been able to keep a good spirit either. Judge 
not lest ye be judged ! 

On the last night Mr.Jackson’s table was a bustle of activity resemb 
ling the N.Y, stock exchange as his debater brethren attempted in vain 
to send notes and offer counsel.Thus in answering Mx.Jackson all the 
Church of Christ debators in California have been answered plus any 
they were able to import in from the outside. Thus the Church of 
Christ giants have been felled not by a skilled warrior but by an in¬ 
experienced layman with a few smooth stones. 

Mechanics 

The debate was typed from tape recordings. A copy of his own speeche 
was sent to Mr.Jackson as he had sent a letter saying that if the 
debate were printed he watted a chance to correct his speeches* Under¬ 
standing his predicament, a copy was sent to him forthwith*Hence his 
speeches are as much like the originals as possible. They have, how¬ 
ever been smoothed out to make them more understandable and more read¬ 
able, Western Apostolic press takes full responsibility for any errata 
in grammar. 

The cross reference footnotes were not part of the debate. They 
will help the reader to judge for himself whether or not various argu¬ 
ments were answered by the speakers. Paragraph headings have been 
added to help the reader to find where various scrLpturoa are discuss¬ 
ed and were not, part of the original, 
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Hr 9 Jackson was deeply distu-rh^H iw . - 

nearly a he came out: of this debate. After 

to be tne only account which oubli qhp^l 1 ~ai nLS P wn ed itionwhhcfcLc la ims 
and. as it actually occurred 1 " (wt debate as it actually haopened 
tor the debate. )'j a %sonuJ:% ^iSJ^™**** «<» « mlaf- 


Mr.Jackson was given almost7 Cile eWers to °- 

debate was going into the second orintin? iVa ? C9 ? Witten notice that this 
}? acknowledged my letters, he submitted°A- iL 1 ? aU F ;iat tlme though 
■Jid not represent the debate as it'actuallv Kfi°® e 5 " hlch h ® believed 
setters I sent him about this, I ref erred r/~J!? P P d * ^ I P one of tjae three 
our ministers which ministers in ?h£S? , C Vd 7 lous debates with some of 
redirect discourse. 1^ coSlst to ?h£ had Printed up in 

"On t-hp k j, C x raade tne following remarks j 

Tt -P. the ? tner hand I printed your soeeches r 

fft£flout leav ing: out a s ’ r-rle word in 77 ri& ' tb J rom the tapes 
spelled out thtt the tn ® Preface 1 clearly 

part of the debate. The'^° r arher*i’r7° a £ Q J oct:not:es were not 
in the deba rs, of cour-'/i ~ 7 cut tangs which went on 

which you feel would behest nor^rf^^??^ there are some things 
I am sympathetic to to. And 

" l7£pon??b?e a Sf wSt7y7re&e7tave7one7(I’S79) er about nor 

o5fefto r e^ge°S7 wfttS“lbarl°Jn < ^? n f- in8 ’ Jac!tson l^tead sent an 
ter informing him of tSls seooS priMini^Vff. 0 ? 10 - 1 " reply to my let- 
oingle spaced artj cle and h^r ^ ~ ^ sent him a 7 page. 

Bible College. I sent him ?enfJi-SS Py r ?? d before the student bodyaif the 

for reasons best known to himself^eclin^tn d° d ° t ?° same,Mr - Jackson 
ci,n agreement to si/>n wherein t mo o "* ’ SCk<? Instead he sent me 

®’ >t tw £Li h i rds o f my S eA™tins7r7oie° 5 ccmoiate hl ® by cuttl£| 
quests to accept his si" r nnLt-^o * ® article* He ignored my repeated re- 

this agreement that I p*et" 13 names' vert)a ^ m W1 the exception to 

eresting comn 1S ntary LlSr.^ 898 ‘ T “* ls 

He has stated in his paper tZ the 7^ debate! 

paragraph headings,etc.showed "F?s de^n ?2?® ref 3 r f nce footnotes, the 
i.'.is own efforts." In ren^v J nnim-^ri P ^®hng or dissatisfaction with 
Slant with a stone bSt7 777^ 7? 5f 1St . U « le , Davl 5 slew that 
because of any dissstisfactTorTwit-b tn ^ §1 f n " s aead *This was not 

folly Of the Philistines mloht S „ 2 V 7 ? e slrr « th e stone but so the 

allowing dissatisfaction my notes shSw von7h^ y 8ee ?. b f al l* Rather than 
bate which Mr.J would rather le^vp nhQm^H^ 1183 x 'hi*ch went on in the de* 

i-o himself. Rather than new material b ?Sv d t° r . rea f ons best known only 
already said* ^ nal tney reier oack to material which 

JfcSd^lSSnSTfiSg STtSS by this 

Sw”SS tL a f7s? t year-5rS7p y S-SS^Te^oSSSSfy' 

our disatisfied brethren'in oth^r dibatSs 01 ^!? 1 , i S being used by some of 
laymen and preacher alike' r.7!L lc 13 offered and sold to 

U P over this debate toat we Si f?7 W ? f? e f° dee Pk disatisfied and tore 
til Jesus comes! .'Therefore none need w y ,cee b printing out editions urt 
quently warns, that he will not S' h 2! Jackson's paper so elo - 

sold out. It will always be available “ p ^ cause tnls Printing has 












Mr .Jackson’s First Affirmative 
Ladies and gentlemen, gentlemen moderators, and Mr.Fergusorti 

Hay I take just a moment of my time to welcome each one of you here^ 
this evening and to express my genuine appreciation for your presence 
This goodly audience indicates an interest on the part of the people 
to assemble together to study more fully the Word of God and endeavor 
to come to a better understanding of the particular subject under 
discussion tonight,* 

I must express my appreciation for Hr,Ferguson, I cannot help but 
respect and admire him. There are far too few men in the religious 
world today who are willing to publicly defend what they believe. 

We must therefore admire anyone who does have the courage and the 
conviction to stand up publicly for what he teaches, I have very 
little respect for an individual who preaches something andthen refuses 
to defend it, I think as the wise man Solomon said, "The wicked flee 
when no man pursueth; but the righteous are bold as a lion," Hence, ir.y 
gratitude for the presence of Hr,Ferguson and his fine modei-ator as 
well as for all of you people here tonight, 

I *'m in the affirmative, which means that I ' 11 be laying down argu¬ 
ments for the next thirty minutes. It will then be the responsibility 
of Hr,Ferguson to answer the arguments, and then after he has done 
that, and only then, he may himself lay down negative arguments. 
Tommorrow night the procedure will be reversed, \ N 

v 

I see that many of you have a paper and pencil. I hope you 1 11 be 
taking notes so that you can research this thoroughly in your own i 

homes and investigate and see what the truth is regarding this matter. 

Hy responsibility initially here is to define the proposition and to 
make it so clear that each one will be able to comprehend my position. 

Definition of the Words in the Proposition 

Now the proposition that has been read by Bro.Morried statesi"Resolv¬ 
ed! The Scriptures teach that there are three separate persons,separate 
and distinct persons, in the Godhead," I think that that proposition 
is self explanatory, but I will take a moment or two to go into further 
details. 

Of course by the Scriptures we mean the sixty-six books of the Bible, 
By the word "teach" we simply mean that they impart the knowledge or 
convey the inf donation. They teach that there are three,•,,and that 
numeral is self explanatory. There are three separate and distinct, 

I put those synonyms in the proposition so that everyone would know 
what we are talking about* "Separate and distinct" what? Separate 
and distinct persons . within the Godheadl 

Definition of the Word "Person" 

Now I suggest, ladies and gentlemen, that this entire discussion 
will probably revolve around this one word "persons". We’re going to 
be talking about three somethings but three "whats"? X maintain three 
persons. By the term "persons",, »Get my definition,.,1 mean a self 
existing, self subsisting individual, personality. I mean someone who 
may be addressed as "you" or "thee", in the common parlance of our 
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Bioles# Someone wfio niciy* Be rsfprrpH ^ Ci hit it ttrr* u* 
may be# So then by the'wiftrd f, nrr'<? w* t ° Z as cas^e 

subsisting .individual or SsoSIli?? JL'nlf? 3 exls «"8' ^ 
who may act, who may be afted noon 7 T^b ^ t < v "^ tlo:n » wh o has will, 
to wfcat we®re talking about think that should suffice as 

aba more on this ooo “ l0 “ t0 elab “> 

Statement that his Position is Monotheistic 

vary cleai? t ’to n thi? ISdienc^beoause I°thii*'there I will°b? tD iC 

half a dozen sod? T hf??I b ? leVS “ « ods or three gods or a 

brethren teach this/ We toy! never^Z-hr The ® lble beaches this. Ky 
believed anything el J i / c “^tiling else nor have we 

else nor have w^bSlyaS / e ha , Ve n ? v ! r taught anything 

In one God, anything else to my knowledge. We believe 

Definition of the Word ’-God" 


men the word "God" U is the Common aDoellat-• 7 ° r<1 -f' ladles and gentle* 
Divine mhtro n< „ • S cn ? Coramon appellation m the Bible for Dei tv 

taS about S onlTo6 3U lZT^ DiVi r esSenC6a Therefore when L 7 ' 
one Divine substance thJ diking about the one Divine nature T the 
Bible means by it? ’ Cne Dlvlne eS8 «“<»‘ that's what the 

Oneness Verses Harmonized with the Trinity 

substantiat^^his! l I t dOT*t e -hiS , "?hJ ° f ^ff 3 ? 8 here which 1 believe 

the part of anyone here as 'far it W1 3.J be an ^ disagreement on 
These verses all deal with tho c ~ ese f^c^Xcuiaf verses are concerned* 
talking about the onenoif Of h, r® neSS ° f G ? d ’ But remember we're 
the oneness of His subst-anne 1 a ^ sseace 9 the oneness of His nature, 
ality aspect of i? a? thi? ^mt? * ^ dealin S w ith the person- 

(^!o?3); e ThTlS?l SeSa "rlT"4T^ ?"? ?° ?<*“ Gods before me" 
Jehovah,"(Deut.6s4) The n iivi i r ’^ j-sraeij Jenovah our God is one 

there is none ei^e blSde^im "CDeSrtSsl^rf't* ls «"»•<««* 1«=U 

u«oiue nim» iweut«4:J5j and also verse 39„ 

"Jehovah :, / a f les and gentlemen, hear the Word of God, 

there is none like’th^ne^th? 011 ® e] f®“n Kln 8 s g ' 60 ) Again "o Jehovah 
17.20) AgaSTtte SoSSure ^ »? “TAW* besides thee."(l Chron 
is no savior* "(Isa«43s n) tL^ *' am Tehovan, and besides me there 
over all the earth“ o 1 decora says,‘ And Jehovah, shall be king 
name one 0 (Zech ]4.’c\ T n t ' na,: day Jehovah shall be one, and His 
the Patw are nni • } r our Lord declared in John 10.30 n and 

3*20 ”No? a ; d o ; ifnotT^ r r the a P° 8tle Paul Glared In gJS? 

finally in J® ??fo n T f OC f ^uator of one, 
i » +-i - II JdKlos Thou believoGV, that. God 

3n.e demons also believe and tremble," 

And so I * ve introduced a number of verses , And I see smiles and nods 


, au 1 
but God 
Ls: one.. 


is one»" And 
thou doest 
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of approval and rightly so. All of c i'®5f e I S and S gentlemen,'’are stusss- 
U -food. And all of c ^ e d ^fJ e ®[ s ; this point? aU of these verses 

St'S.lrtS’t^ oSeAess O? God are talking about His nature, 

substance, His essence. •. 

Wall what do I -an by the nature {e ^ B f U_ 

by the essence of God? Define to completely understand 

that it is impossible for Therefore we’re grappling wi 

God. He is infiniter we re finite, wlth vocabulary, ** 

rESlTSaS th^substance or a G .°o P poaad‘*S SaA dSajSer- 
J^fcr^litlesf ^therefore we're talking about the one Divine 
nature, the one Deity. 

Now I maintain...This is where we'll differ, this is^whore w . 
draw the swords ... that this one ^^f",:®' 0 fi ndl viduals, by a plural- 
Divine nature is b £ v t hree persons. And these three persons 

ity of persons-specifxcal y ^ Tr£it*hpr Son and Hoiy Spix~£t • 

are Revealed in the New Testament as Fat.her^Son ^ ^ ^ sub _ 

Thev are one in natures tney a -,^ 

staLefbSt they are three in personality. 


The Baptism of Jesus (Matt.3t16,1 7 ) 


Now I want to call to ^ *hich the three-fold personality 

which the Trinity is mention^, in which tn g thaC come s to our 
of the Godhead is set forth. The fir t P f And j e8US when He was 
attention is Matthew 3«16,17. B V a n d lo, the heavens were 

baptized went straightway from the wat Go 4 descending as a dove and 
opened to Him, andje saw the Spxrxt of Go^ saytng>This ts my be- 
coming upon Him* and lot ** Vo 

loved Son, in whom I’m well pleased. . fgw 

Now all of these verses which I * m S^ng Qodhead^And 1 from the very 

minutes , mention all three perso h is a distinction between the 

nature of the situation show_ that there^ Jegus (no ,i) when He was 

several persons. Yes, the Bib J ’ te r« and lo, the heavens wer 

baptized went up straightway from h ( no#2 ) of God descending as a 
opened unto Him, and He saw Spiri i ou 4 of the heavens,(no.3) 

dove and coming upon aim? and o, , we ii pleased." Father, 

saying, This is my beloved Son, t* whom I m w. 

Son, and Holy Spirit. One, two, three 

Lists of Threes (Matt. 28i19) 

i „+.. r n c,a t-he nreat commission. 

The second passage is Mt,28« 19, comtion y y baptizing them into 
The Lord said,"Go make dtscxples of ail natxo ^ q s lrttt teaching 

the name of the Father and of the Son ^^g anded yous and lo, 1 am 
them to observe all things what so •. wor xd." Listen to what He 

with you always, even unto the . i-nto the name of the lather 

said , "Go make disciples. .Holy S^ri?.(no.33". One, two, 

(no,i) and of the Son (no.2) and of the ttoiy i 
three ’ Luke It35 


XLe third, passage la. Luke 


lvlS. 


it has reference to the conception 


of - the Son of OnH* w^u n 

power of the Mosfwf h S P j - rit shall come U non fh« £ 

up£ thee, a and S ,:ho d „ Sentle,Cen - ^Hoi? sSlrWrS”.?' 

thee* and that Hol V P Thf r of . the M °st High f no ,2) ?hall sha11 . c ° rae 
Son of God, " » One^twof i three „ ^uVLSSTS^ 

John 14*26* 15s16 

Johri 14}26, The Or. < -A •■. , , 

Md m b t?le FaCher 3h ^’l Knd e tn a ny nl„f c S rafo 5 ter '. even the Holy Spirit 
the r"5® , to your reijiembrancJ all S ?V ha11 tea <* you all i-SiiS* 
send in n^le e ?r s J h ? 1 Holy SPirit(no.l) Shom^he F 

remembrance all that^Cn^f£“*“»*». «*' OrtSTto^ Ston 
Again in John 15.26 t-h a c . • 

e 0 ”n'the 0 Spl I rit U 0 1 f S r n<i ' ™ ^ F^LTcn *?? ?“” forter is 

ths bear witness of me. Onei t^o„ th?ee F * ther ' 3 Pirit>f * 

I Cor.12*4-6} ii Cor.13*14* Enh 2.ip 
I Cor, 12*4-6 tk 4*4-6 ’ Lph 2 ‘ 18 a:nd Hph. 

s^sf 3SSi®S?a SMB21? 

wordings, but the same God Ynn ? ,f and there are diversities 

In it m-r n.v , n ail things m all," 

Jesus Christ (on-if 6 a P° s tle Paul said "And th^ 

the Holy Spirit (f f? d h the . love of God (no* 2) anfthe jf OUr . Lord 
v ^ be with you all " ; and tne c °nimunion of 

SiilFSsHSS- 

Spirit,^e^^s^ou^rcaned^ 414 " 6 * " There is one body and 

fo3?d n Oho nulled in ono hnnp f ^ny^nnci on© 

aU> th — a “ - over 

Persons right there, 

Thrv 1 leter 1 * 2 5 *Jude 20,21 

Fete E 112 • "According to the 

cS&’telte obedtence h S ( ^ig.i h - 3 ^lficat.S % Z " 

°*3) . Grace to you and pLci' be Su?ii X^°° d “* 

And then finality t, , ' ° 

r viio.j) unto eternal ?.-ife,» ox the mercy 
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"Alone” f "Another” in John 8i29f5«32 


;me 


Now I think this establishes it. X ?ink any clear analysing' 
these verses cannot help but see a distinction in t ag 
mentioned# Now in summation let me make severs! points. As ^ 
the nature of God is concerned, there is one. As far as 

within the Godhead are concerned, there are three. As |«£ * 8 £^ sa# 

nature is concerned 3 He is onej He is alone. Hear th f n rth 

44s24,”I am Jehovah that maketh all things? that^stretcheth fo 
the heavens alonef and spreadeth abroad the earthyby^ y -* .~ iv 
Jehovah alone doeth these things. But it s talking about the 
nature. 

Now When we come to personalities involved our Lord Jesus declared \ 

* in John 8,29 (Get it!) "And He that sentmeis vithmej 

■+J^/im ipft’fflp fiTIoheT^Did you see that? A verse back m Isaian saia u. 

f' is^alonei What's he talking about? The Divine nature. w 
H ' e ‘^"He that sent me is with mesHe hath not left me alone, Wfjj aC t s 
ie ***rks talking about? Is there a contradiction in the Bibl V r ature* 

talking about personality. The plurality within the one Divin* nature* 

Let me give you another illustration. As far as God's nff^re is 
concerned, there is not another. The Bible says,^^ a .nd 
a truth, teacher, thou has well said that He is o ,( Divine 

there is none other but He," Well what is it talking , g 

nature. But notice this passage in John5t32 0 The Loia .a^c^ wMch 
another that beareth witness of me 3 and I know that the „ la mot 

he witnesses of me is true. - Over in Mark,12.32 it said, 

another,” Another what? Another Divine a £fthat beareth 

another Divine essence! But Jesus here said. It is true," 

witness of me, and X know that the witness He wit h Divine 

That "another” is talking about the personalities within tn 

nature. 

The Greek Grammar of Matt,28s19 is Said to Prove 3 Persons 

Now then, I want to take the next few minutes to lay 4©^ you 

arguments; My first argument is an anly s£ s * and* read along 

peoole who have a Bible, would you turn there with * we“re 

as we emphasize some points? We 1 ve.already alluded to this, nut we r 

going to dig down and sink a shaft into it. 

The Bible says,"Go ye therefore and make disciples of 

Sizing them into the name of the Father and ojL, three things 

Holy .Spirit,” Now look carefully at the verse, (We have three tni og 
here that are Joined together by the conjunction and . The latn^r 
and the Son and the Holy Spirit. ItPw th|r^ JS 

pf. the NT which states that .when nouns of the sam^case ar. .J xed 
together by the conjunction "and" they may pr may lia i fratoar 

lame person or thing. He before me is a 

of th e Gre ek NT by Dana and Mantey, And of coJXue vT* S 
may look at this? I have the rule marked on page \. 

(Fetrgunon holds up his- own copy of Dana and haateyi I so -/ Yvidfoated 
those". The change of expression on Hr. Jackson* s ; eee rharli 
that he knew that It would be. rough, sailing from then o • > 

- He has a copy of it# 







Wow the rule essent l a! a ^ +~ u» 

together by the °f Ule *** 

“S' ft* simply reje? if « «W« 


- — fcjssenti. 

cj,5fc. are joined top'oth^r^ h-** 

preeedlog each one? then th ,y .'-nn'"’” and "f lf Nereis “no ar 
by“the"def^ 1 '^' However if each one of the'rti’**®® ■ 8nif «*tion» of 

persons^ efl llte 6rtiole * **«* "« of ne^ s t^?^ 0 l ?..£r« te ‘< 

y iioLu to uiree separat 


ana^lTT? al1 ^•) C Sut n notuS S tZe t,nlty ° r ° 0d I ? ve W ° rd 

do not re?er e to r th?S2 “< ?° artlole 'before Ho?y“p?£i 0le H bef “ e Fathe * 

refer to three se^ftr^fltfn^V 1 ° ne Person^ rat^oU^ 7 
as Granville Sharp^^^ P-sons l£& SSn 

Q on P * 147 of Dana and Mantey, 

Th /?W , ThC Medi f tor between God and ManCl Tim.2,5) 

The BiWe 0 says^r n t^ e ^ d ^ 8 “ d 8-tfenen, Is found In I Tim ? <- 
Standard VetSi,) 0 ^^^"^ (I'» fading the Amertca™- 2 '^ 

meSato^X'"., Now read that passage? tW "Ther 0d - and " en - Himself man 

me define the word^Sedlator" ““a ? lnl ?? lf man Christ^esus^No^let 
compound of two Greek words *ir A « tUa11 ? the word "mediator" is a * 
whxcb means "middle" and anoth^ °° m ? s „ f F oni the Greek word "mesos" 

who^"goes^etwreen" 1 ]""lTterally 9 ^do "l'° ^ 

page ? 54 ^"defines 

the word^"mediator“^^foil Gln ® rlch ' s Greek Lexlcon 1 plge 1 508 a dcf^ t0 
to remove a SsagLe^nt orT^ch"® Wh ° msdiatea be?w^f«o pa«["® S 

the ° and °^ an ^tbere ® a X» «*at between 

them °t her e^s a°m e diI?r>r° dt F 0n t , ttle °^er hand “you haJe^an 63 ^^ ? 

-sLr 0 f^® ^-•be^x < r 5sr-« ssss, 

C 01 the sum total of one of the parties? 8 * not hi ‘^elf 

Weil, what e do a you 1 means' 3 T 2 ° " A raedlato r Is not a mediator of 

-r^ w T a*" 

humanity boSnd un ^ ot represent the sum totel jf h<™ ^ m ? dlat or 

twoen t hese two - pa g[ 0 w- Joth human and Divine and Se opeia^s be^* 

lty t as 1 ' between jesu 1 "^ 1011 'hat there 

is unanswerab?ef eSU3 “ d rest 0 ^^ SS 2^ST 


The Two WTtne 


sses In John 8 1 15 r !7 18 
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• lets malce another argument. Turn In your Bxble.^ he 

" 18 * JSS ^ '&&&?&£ ie?fsi8S/lo^f”And Tt ' 


Now 

Ss16- _ 

ed them and 

And then He goes u» wy ~y~eAr I am not alone? duu j. ^_ elf - 

I judge, my judgment is truev for ^^distinction between H^seIt 

iC clearer IT ^ ^ 

Hp eava "Yea In your law It is written that the aitnes^ est;a t>lished 

istrS^"’ Jesussaid that in °^Va?1 eas?W0 witnesses. Now 
. at law it had to b@ corroborated y illustrate whB« 

he says,"Let me u se this pri^iple in^your^l t(]e test imony of^twomen 

^“tSe^^^re you^lhinBabout^Lord^ell.^ere rt^s 1 

he that beareth witness of myself*(that ® itnesse s does It tate 

that sent me beareth witness of me. J ho are you introauc- 

L i^ ? «I C (noaf wL 0 nS concerning^myself j and j^no,2) d ^^^cion be- 

SSU. 1 ^ • The -f ?n“°e V Gofh^fsh^ -'’clearly as it 

tween these two persons m tne uoanc 

possibly can be. 

The Vine and the Branches and the Husbandman (Jo 

. nr *.. r , n \ n your BxD les 

All right let*s proceed to another argume^^^ vine, and my 

to John 15.1. Our Savior said this^ sub8e quent to r ch ^ t ?| e S thl 

Father is the husbandman. Now _ No „ j want you 

tteee e m^s Pl in™ivId a Sre. No. 1.. the husbandman. ’^ andman _ 

and (no.3) , the branches. Jesus “^vineyard. Well who are you 
He's the farmer that takes tare'o vine? Branches. Who “ 

Lord? I’m the vine. ladies and gentlemen, that 

they? Disciples. 1 ma y“ x ? n ^wcild-or for that matter a :per. .o, 
fhArp^s not st Jow anywhoro m - tho r&isrng 

in the world-who»who with the farmer that takes 

grapes that has ever confused tne vi 

^ ^ lt! h for your kind attention. And now give your 

friend, Mr.Ferguson. 


Mr Fergus on »s First Negative 
I' consider it ^ tv * ° i 

^ThS'cL^loa ! 1 ^?.°*y *tet%e?re IratSSw Sp ?^ to ^ fine 
He made a very finiri'^ 0 ° f the Trin lty which Mr.°Lira^ P t &3 en c o c i on 

because ££ b ® ft k° ^ 

ss&srSas? s- 

wan-made creeds ^nri i, r *? n ; but % am nere toni &hr . ncrc io 

'-xL.eas and traditions. uomgnt to speak out against 

I^Sx.s^FelHF * sar* 

dotal°veil T£?‘? h Cre * ,a and ^ur^uUy'tt^ oplm-Uke in- i 
lifetime. ' h0USand of formalism and“Roma" S m ' 

X d X ilce t*r*l TD n lr 

years rrinitarianism 0 hAs d h5^ ni ^° nS as ~ l °P eri > We realize that- r 
our grammars are steeped n ? ^ ra P osed on Bible study so ?ha£? 5° r *• 

Up until recent!v \ 'Z°£ ed , ln Trmitarianism alfhnn^h 50 thaL some of 

ll!?en 0n ’T T H eref ° re 1 ™ ?f'' 

■first rf Ill°we n nled t0 take Up these PolSt^which^e are . wilUn -? to 
we need some preliminary remarksT h 81ven ’ but 

about the Godhead^must tq! C Saici is that anyone, whatever his • 

a^ S s e Si^e he ^foTt^aS^ 

listed in the 

... ... x will tai.ce them as they come, 

./do not Intend^T.r ^ ^ ^ ^ NatUre ° f Ch -^ 
wtet°^t^ a i3 t ^ re f en ”" as °Mr.jSdcloJ has\l£ e ™- ) 8 nab sorae mater- 

First Of We feel \hat ?hf ‘ ls 

as we have stated i here is only one oe-^fJ 5u involved, 

Th ls is someth?™ -u^ 3 feel tha t there are tn!* ? ln the Godhead 

betwssn God « 

Xhc American a -r 

t^e^i ~^ c ^, p 

the Lora JasSI Cte?,S°? Person in tte Godhead i!?® r it ls "hether ' 
fessos that jiS5 pP this » but most ft " '" 1 . do not know Mr-. 

««• O' r a f eomrte^iy^^angelioal worW ODn : 

ir - «»™« Hi* likSi-sc ?rbffP? ct - Heb.2, 

..— ^^^nthirgs to be 
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made like unto the brethren that He might be a faithful high priest". 

I would make.stress tonight on the words "ail things". It behooved 
Hrm in all things to be made like unto the brethren. So in no way 
was Jesus Christ not a man like we are with one exception that he did 
not have a sinful nature# 

But in every respect we would presume that He was a man in every 
way, Luke 2*52 says that He increased, in wisdom and stature and with 
the grace of God# There are various verses in the second chapter 
which would substantiate this, I believe the 40th verse would say 
something similar to this. So there are two natures involved here- 
a human and a Divine nature of Christ, 

Reason no,2 for Plurality* God’s Many Soles,ManifestationspTitles, 

God as a Father etc 0 

We also. feel that there are three manifestations in the Godhead, 

There difinitely is a three-ness connected with the Godhead, This 
is a three-ness in the way in which God has manifested Himself, We 
believe that He is a father in creating;, in loving, in providing, in 
directing us and so on# In these relationships He is the Father to 
us# Ihis is one way in which God has made Himself known, 

God Made Flesh*the Son 

The second way in which God has made Himself known is by becoming 
man, Isa,6 $Iff# Isaiah says,"! saw the King high and lifted up and 
His train filled the temple#" And then he goes on to say,"Mine eyes 
have seen the King, Jehovah of hosts," John 12 verses 39-42 quoted a 
portion from Isa*-6 and. eonluded by saying that this Isaiah said when 
he saw Him(i.e,Christ), and beheld His glory*; That is He saw God, 

John says it was Christ* So we presume one whom Isaiah saw seated up*» 
on His throne became flesh and dwelt among us# We do not feel that 
all of ,G°d was incarnate. By all of God I am speaking in a geometri¬ 
cal, spatial sense, I do not mean that the incarnation was in any way 
an incomplete incarnation, I mean geometrically, spatially speaking 

6 u 1S1 j f form which Isaiah saw seated upon His throne was made 
tiesh and dwelt among us. And thus we have another way in which God. 
nas made Himself known-a second manifestation of one God, 

The Nature of the Holy Spirit(Applies to John 14*26*15*26jEph 2*18) 

Thirdly, He is manifested as a Spirit# The Scripture says,"God is 
a Spirit and they that worship Him must worship Him in spirit and in 
truth#^ (John 4*24) As the Holy spirit He lives and works among men, 
ihe Spirit we understand to be God’s agency, the means by which God 
does everything that He does# His power and so on, Wh atever tha t might 
^.j^cliided,.in_GodJ.s, ; sj_3irit:i ial essence is identified as the Holy Spirit 
As Mr#Jackson has said we do not widh to speculate about God’s sub¬ 
stance and so we decline to do so# 

that we do not say is the the Spirit is in any way imper¬ 
sonal. .1here is no such thing as impersonal power with God, Impersonal 
power is a concept that has grown up in our age of industrial revolu¬ 
tion* 

The Vine and the Branches (John 15), an Illustration of 

Jesus’ Many Roles 





v- 


Now at-this point I wish to examine Mr«Jackson f s Scriptures# i hope 
that: X do not miss any of them,, If I do, 1 will deal with them tom* 
morrow night* One that he called pur attention to is the 15th chaptej 
of John* And we are very thankful to him fpr bringing to our a then-' 
tion that a good fanner would not confuse the husbandman with the 
vine* My! We certainly are indebted to him for the “word of wisdom" 
because I would have been confused on this if he hadn*t called this 
to my attention and set me straight, tip X owe a. debt of gratitude to 

him for^Knowing the difference between the vine and the husbandman« 

; . ■ ■' . . . ’ ; / ■■ • - ' ■ 

Now let us examine this* 1 believe that one who would see the doc¬ 
trine of the trinity in this, thing has a .definite problem-, And frank** 
ly l too have a problem here* 1 8 11 show you what it is* ihe problem 
^ no one can possibly hope to comprehend how Jesus performs 
all the rpigs that he performs* This is the problem* f/ | 

• 7 - hot hampered or limited by time* space or versatility*Be 

performs many roles* His roles and facets are beyond our fondest 

I will show you some of the roles that Jesus , 
Christ perf dots « First of all in the same book in John J.G vs i .1, we 
are told that Jesus is the good shepherd a And we 8 re thankful for that 
tonight : Jesus Christ .!§ the good shepherd. And we*re told in 
verse / that Jesus Christ is the dppr of the.fold! And my, fiends, 
wou.„d we be in bad shape if we confused the shepherd with the door I 
And yet Jesus .phrist Is BOTH THE SHEPHERD AND THE DOOR!HI II I! And 
^cow that He is? Well I must confess that I have trouble 
understanding how Jesus could be both the shepherd and the door, yet 
:*f accept it because the Bible says it, and it*s true* j ; ' h v 

^rther«B we learn in Rev,3i 7 9 8 that Jesus Christ is the door keep- 
M V a distinct person from the shepherd in John 10) The Bible says 
« « °ffi 10 , r-that the door keeper opens to the shepherd and the ihetep 
Come through* And who is one of the sheep that comes through? The 
ford Jesus Christ, the lamb of Gad that taketh away the sins of the 1 

S': -.irr 1 : 3&Mh s ? here you have Jesus Christ* t Be fi s the shepherds 
s c h® door> He s the door keepers and He @ s one of the sheep that 
comes through the door! Well I don*t understand how that could be t , 

. musc, confess that it is beyond my poor powers of comprehension* 

: _****: S0{Be fore illustrations* In the temple He B & the 

great high priestj He v s the sacrifices on tihe day of atonement He ? s 

• sent out into the wilderness} He 9 s also the one that was 

SS^ r iu C f. t ? e same day (There were two goats* Jesus was both) * He 

I w as the high priest, sa—(juti 2 gS-*|i| 
the veil in the temple* 
light of the Worlds 9 



5S, »„ sacrifice and the goats! He 8 s the altar j He 

He 8 s the shew bread, the candlestick, the 

How can He be all that? My 


^ ., .. . -,6 .He's everything! 

goodness X D0N*T KNOW!!! if. 

* Jesus Christ ijg. the husbandman I He sows (Matt 13»37)* 

He ^ ev *2« 5) .He^purges the branches (Eph,5i25), 

cres^ d Xt? ^ ^ e A H ° ly n G c? S ? Water(Act8 2,33 > aad He gives the in- 
ClGor*3i5iActs 9i5) And let me tell you tonight friends, If 

name w2flJS h £ r dcsbandisian besides Jesus Christ, he*s not worthy of the 

^ oesn ^ • do ^tiything l What: more can a husbandman do be- 
T I 1 rea P5 P ur B® Shed forth the water? X don 4 t know but 

" P> r '. a hurry or 1% not going to get any more of these fhlnga read. 

(Matt *28 8.19.) 
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fiP'm not taking these in any particular order, but I will c oiment up¬ 
on them, I believe 1*11 take up the rule on the Greek article now, 

*(an article is the word "the”) I*m very grateful for this rule by 
Granville Sharpe, It is a rule that can be used very effectively against 
Jehovah 1 s witnesses} and so perhaps this rule will not be so effective 
against us. This is a very interesting eubject-the Greek article* 

Much has been written on it, I might say that Dana and Mantey is a 
very excellent grammar which is a composite of some of AvT,Robertson's 
works,(I did not bring A,T.Robertsons big historical grammar here to- 
night because I*m not strong enough to lift it. So 1 didn't bring it,) 

I did bring my Dana and Mantey, I carry it in ny pocket all the time, 

I brought Moulton-Turner, I brought Blass-DeBrunner-Funic, All of 
these are elements upon which Dana and Mantey drew, Mantey is from 
Northern Baptist Seminary and is a very capable man. 

They were not speaking on the Godhead question when they formulated 
this rule. This rule holds true in some casgs, I want to warn you 
that this rule is to be used with caution, /The r ule is that in"Father 
Son, and Holy Ghost" in Matt,28}19 we would have to have one article 
(one "the") and no more if the reference were to one person only, 

"Father" would come first with the article,"Son" would follow without 
it and "Holy Ghost" would also be without it,. 

- * 4 ^ f; . ' . „ 

I'd like to read from p,785 of A,T,Robertson's Historical Grammar . 
Everybody take out your A,T,Robertson Historical Grammar .(laughter! 

1*11 bring mine tommorrqw if there's a question on this, I have it 
written down here. It says," When a second article does occur < it 
accents. orL-a differen t a spect "of the (one) person or phase of the 
subject,‘"j And this we feel is the truth, A different phase of Jesus* 
character is brought out here. There's different manifestations there¬ 
fore, the article is used on each one,(Father,Son and Holy Ghost) 

Let me give you an example of that in the Scriptures, And I believe 
I owe this example to A.T.Robertson too although I do not bow down 
and worship any particular grammarian. Robertson did make a very greet 
contribution to the field* Rev,1*17 "Stop being afraid,! am the first 
and the last and the living one,*," I*m reading out of Nestle’s Greek 
text here, I don't know if you gentlemen have a Greek text or not, I 
have a couple up on the platform. You're Wellcome to borrow one if 
you'd like. 

"I am the first and I am the last and the living one,,," Here is 
the article three tines. There are countless examples of this, Jesus 
is called "the Alpha and the Omega"(in the Greek text) But I will not 
burden you down with a multiplication of examples. One will suffice 
to take care of this at this point. 

Now I must hasten on! I must be about out of time. 

The Mediator is the Man . Christ Jesus not the Second Person 
of the Godhead, Christ Jesus (I Tim,2s5) 

As far as the mediator is concerned I see a very definite reference 
to the human nature of Christ, Christ had a very definite human nature* 
Many passages in the Scriptures would otherwise seem contradictory if 
not reconciled by appealing to the human and Divine natures of Christ, 
Again I say that when we are locked in dialogue with the Jehovah's 
Witnesses we would make definite reference to the human and Divine 











nature of Jesus so they would get: this clear* The witnesses sayr'Ha! 
How could that be?" Well * I rioiv't know personally* The Bible doesn^t 
•say, ar«l I won't eay -either*'-'' • •••••' ‘ : , j 

I see in this mediatorship a definite reference to the human nature 
of Christ* , I dp not, believe that the human nature of Christ is a sep*- 
a rate per son frdm the Di-vihe nature* '. nils '" would '6©”Hestori«al'sa»'' 
Nestorl axis Ver©” I ¥l'so Trirlitaflai^-' and, the* Hesgc^l^"a^tSienr: wduld be 
as follows' in this illustrations, Pardon me for this inadequate pic-* 
turn of the' Trinity* I will not ask that it be subjected'to analysis * 
Here you have the three persons“Father, Son and Holy Ghost* Then of 
course the one essence Mr*Jackson was telling you about* Nesypf ian - - 
«§# said that the human nature was a separate persons This~'wduid 
[lo ok' Tike'^tlHjB»—*■ 
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Father Jesus Holy 

x...'. as. Ghost 

God 




pgplglg 


Jesus as Man 
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I So you iiave three persons in the Trinity* Then a fourth for fcho s| 
human nature* . ’ Personally I accept the usual pronouncement on this * 
that Jeaiis is both man and God but one person* However for arguments 
sake if Mr«Jackson will adroit that there are four persons in the. Gdd<# 
head ||by sayihg:tliat I Tim '2tB' teaches that the Dlvihe and human 
natures are, two persons) then I will admit that Jesus as man and Jesus 
as God are separate persons* However X do not feel that this is a c € 
debate on Nestoriaaism so I will decline to make pronouncement on it, 

| | 1 feel that this I Tim 2*5 should be translated, "There is one God 
,and one mediator beween God and man < the man Christ Jesus*" Although 
pertainXy one would respect the American Standard Version, I neverthe¬ 
less follow the Ring James Version here* The word "himself" is not in 
the Greek text* Of course the word "the" isn't either» but it 
teeftky permissi.ble to add a "the" for clearness in translation* lt 3 s 
a toss up between, what: word you*re going to throw in there to make 
the ran, ; clear* (Although "himself" is farther from the Greek text 
than the KJV translation) 1 have decided to stay with the KJV thpUgh 
not. because of any special love for this version* 

Go I sec in the raediator ship a ve:ry definite reference to the human 
nature of .Chirst* I do,not believe that it was one person in the God« 
head that bad to mediate between another person in the Godhead and 
man. The way between man and God is the flesh of Jesus Christo 1 
would give .you a Scriptural reference to that 0 ftebo 10s 19*20,} "Hav- v. 
Ing therefore 8 brethren, boldness to enter the holies, in the blbbd 
Jesus, which (entrance) He enjoined for us as a new and living way 


St 


-M&?- 


^-I'^dds "and J^v|ng a great high priest over the house of God« w 
fiE the blood of Christ*» 3 through the veil* 9 *a high priest ' qyer * " 

Note the three-hess in this verse* Compare this with the three preposi* 
I-ions in Kph*2s 18» This was not stressed in the debate but is never"-* 
theless present In. this sentence referred, to In Heb ,'lTJJ 
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Two Wi.£333&&&s« 

"Both*„,and',' "I am not al on g "(Jolzn 


5i 32 


r &t 16-18) 


There were, I believe, references made to 
and two witnesses* I will deal with them as 
Father", I brought Mr s Huerta with me tonight, 
couselor and an economics teacher, and I believe 


"both, , » and” , "not a lew** 
they 
He 


jome. "Both .1 an*- the 
is both the do ** 1 


he's aofn&t'iJHC s 



alone" that they 
word "alone" has 


Bauer's Lexicon, I 'm glad to see 


refer 

anoth: 
t, 


to the human nature of Christ, Of course 
r possible translation. Reference was 
my 


favorite 

f, 


lexicon being 


!?< i i —-J 

t 'jfci/f 

'" 4 $ 

A. jj'o 
■hit lino, 


14 * 

made to 
used, » 

refer to page 529, One of Bauer's meanings for the word "monos" (ptone) 
is powerless". Perhaps when He says,"I'm not alone" he means, p® 
not without ray power. I'm not helpless, I have my power here, _ 
Nevertheless I do believe that the distinction to be found here is be¬ 
tween the human and Divine nature. 

As man Christ was helplesso John 5s 19 says,"The Son can oi HimseL 
do nothing," John 14s 10 says,"The Father that dwelleth in rsa, He doj?^ 
tne works*" It was the Father's power, God did the miracles, Jesu j 
as man couldn't turn a glass of water into wine unless by the usy*<- 
methods, but we won't go Into that tonight,(laughter) So p& one ,s 
really alone, God said,"I will never leave you nor forsake you. 
r *:n not al-qne tonight because God is with rae. And as maip J ®® u ?gT38' 


-ere 


annointed of the Holy Ghost and went about doing good," (Acts 

Now for the two witnesses* If you'll look into the context 
Jesus as God worked miracles, and this is one witness(John pp'V 
Tnere's a definite reference to this, Jesus as nan taught thro b 
His human nature (a second witness). It's interesting that. tn 8 i j 
a reference in II Cor»13si where Paul speaks of his three ViSp 
Corinth arid says "this is the third time I am come to you tha.^ ^ 
teoujth'-of two or three witnesses every word be established,p. i) * 
le two or three witnesses'witnesses need not necessarily, be two 
Although we must never forget that there is a - 
tion between Jesus as God and Jesus as man. But not a distinc up p 
where Jesus as God is one person and Jesus as man is anotner p - _ 

instead of three. Of course 


to 
in the 


..-Ufc 


05 


3 persons.» 

between Jesus as God 
:e Jesus as God is one person 
Otherwise we end up with four pe 


ions 


don't think that in 
brought up, 

Lists of Threes 


the controversy over Christology this wasn 


such as I Cor,12s4-6 3 Jude 


21 


-> o, 

-L-» 8 


0,21;I Pet,1 a 2?II Co r 
14s and Luke l»3o. 
Let 1 s see now "lists of threes". I do want to get all this pp 
Crfrce are lists of threes in the Bible, I have studied this o L 
Various situations a There are definately lists of three • ' Tv , 0 

about eight or ten of them in the first two chapters of I e * “P r 
book of Jude was brought up. I counted in the book of Jude, in _ 7 a 
tne little book about eight lists in one little book, (in > verse ®T;' 
3,7,8,13.19,24,25) Over half the verses in the book are S^ven over - 
lists of thees most of which have nothing more to do with the Codh 
than a "goose nest has to do v/ith the North Pole!" (laughter) 
nevertheless they are there* None of these I have mentioned have a 
connection with the Godhead question. 


A list of 
I refer to I 
.an d, Tigla.tiuPi-le&er.xji 


names with "and" does not necessarily refer to two persons, 
Ch yon,5t 2C which says,"The spirit or Pul lcrng of As-- r 
VJe .hav/u, found, tiirovj^h, archeology that rui. is 









ivnr f? byl ° n ldn , ±un "™ a ke name and Tig lath Peliser was his. own iiw* 
W if you look at the church we find a number of such svnonytoirs 
lists. The saints at Ephesus and the faithful in Jesus Christ sre 

tS 2 wv7 ei (?P^'D In II^Thes«1 s 9 the face of the Lani and 
tiw. glory of His might are not two separate pex^sons, 

Luke 1 * 35 

Pip^nf= ebr r W has a tendency for the repetition of synonymous 

1 could quote various scholars on this Gleason'Archer .in 

H ?i n ^ U f i0n t0 - the 0T| 2* J* Young and so on to substantiate this. 
3? rh/i? M?? a X f repitl ° n of SYaSSWUS elements. For instance Luke 1, 
unnn IflnJ Jh SOn read S° USo He said »"The Holy Ghost shall coma 
von wnn^a J ^ PO ? ar ° f the Most Hi « h sha11 overshadow you/' V 
? read thS firsc chapter of Luke you would see that it*5 

ooefrv anri p ^ r f llelism style which was so common in Hebrew 

the fLw» ° S 4 \ The Holy opirit is synonymous with "the power of 
Son nf^nH' "r*. n d incidently this verse tells us why Jesus w£s the 
aq n1r} ao u. 5 ff^ers to his human nature« There never was a son 
orL wSf h father. This may be disputed later, but I f ve never met 

one. When you do introduce me to him and tell me what his name ia. 

threes oonld be given over and over again* Sometomes 
Paul»c 5nfo^i ar o cons P icuoua by being absent. Think of all of 
Christ H ! sends greetings from the Father and Lord Jesus 

E? er ° me mentions the poor Holy Ghost in a salutation 
No wn^So e\° n an e Pi st le with the exception of II Cor. 13s 14. 
t ,, t .\ r r * :rie nds, ^°I y Ghost is the most humble person in the 
unity. He gets left out of so many of these things, 

II Corinthians 13i14(3~fold benediction) 

nf I °°!f ld evea S° farther with these lists of three, I have examples 
^°^° US benedictions from C»K»Barrett where i found one vmich 
kino- ?ni5 parallel to II Cor., 13114 that addressed God as 

Non si ? ad ., God no doubt: going back to the three-fold benediction of 
5 24ff which which Keil and Delitzsch says is a reference ro 
rhk o t i 0n ^ f 2, r e ®P hasi So Jeremiah says ,"0 earth, earth, earth, hear 
fnJf ° f E he Lord *" Earth three times! You probably didn't know 
f ~ h ® earth was a trinity.Slaughter) Tim would you get me that 
T h r. n T? r Pana and Mantey there 0 I’ll give you a reference to that. 

7./, m noP ove rtime here, Jeremiah 22s 29 is the reference. Jer« 

T '-.r-H « temple of the Lord,the temple of the Lord, the temple of the 

vSffV? - he tei BPle's a trinity too! And Isa 26 verse 3 "Thou wilt 
1.- f- . 11 / 1 :Ln perfect peace” Hebrew reads "peace,peace" Peace is two 
Hebrew^ perSons there! Because it ? s repeated. "Shalom, shalom” in 

John 14s16( Another Comforter) 

E ow many of ? hese things I've got left, "Another 
11 atoa 'f ‘ * * *Y ebst * er ’ 3 Dictionary says another may mean”different 
’dp,,h1 ^ Xn .. q nQ ll , y v or beh avlor though the same in substance and 
totulkE- „ aul E aoams - man" I Sam. I Os 6. Jesus said, "I will 

of Vho nLf° or Phans, I will come unto you." John 14s 18, The coming 
of the comforter is the realizing of the presence of Jesus Christ, 

Matt.3s16«17 (Baptism of Jesus) 

the^haT,ri^ PP ? S T my ^’ s ,l 11 up " 1 dldn * t even get to talk about 

is "if-'ni l ’ ° - csus. a -\mEwtmata. Do X Xia,vo •aonue time or 

j-h> i-c dii. run out.j 






v ‘j rt 77 ( I OrlX1 I ^ CiOO|5 l)!’®^^ 

(moderator, "45 seconds") 45 seconds??!! Uh? Can 1 ta 

and start? (laughter) ^ 

This shows God's omnipresence! He's^Jven^cannot containHln. 
andearth (Jer.23,23). The heavens of heavens^nnot^ tliee arth. 

Lsuf L 8 iod^n e heav^abSvranfin the earth beneath. (^^,35.39) 

There were'two things. There was a the 

going to see the Holy Ghost he didn’t J U J £ , se ?„®°° e 

messiah. There had to be Thls „as for John’s bene- 

!i£ ^L^rtforlolls^ve^ert. That’s all In the world that 

means 1 ... 

No one in John’s time would have «^^£Ytabbi*at 
of three persons because J^ere is casie from heaven over him and the 
cerning whom they said that a P e ca lzed him as a Trinity* 

Spirit came down on him and no one eve. r a 
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-nilemen, gentlemen moderators, Mjf.Fergusom 

t"6 off of them. |ffJ «i v ? * vho ac 

' that*s exactly the kind nf^?^ a lit; 

lid m any things' With' Khloh f disapr*ee 0n f tha 

tipxi I agree, ■ *• disagree , but h 


XOIlouns ^ r ®ve 3 Persons 
SdlStimo^p tll f ver y outset In', 

«W no^hSi’pInfS^rf *** »2re 

ave felt* hi a 4 L , e °X that the 

He SlI SZAv H V a S er 'StSd 1 

^r^v-^-^vST^. 

gihcr ftS| ni ^rhS? fa S t tJha £ Jesus 

Bm fl r ah a ” d dwe lt S amoS 5ff?« B Jf* e 8 W in JohnlTu 
B % oE :?*? Sen Ife said^Th?' also **« 

# the Divine nature of Phr-Lt-i r °de.OJGod f is forever 
natures m one persoSf Chnacl And the human nature 

j'te^n^equate^planatiorf *‘*f 1 1 « ton * that this 

/ot speaking of as n 

pS of persons. And it spptm K tlon3 ’l. 1101 about natur 
y knowledge of Fnoifoh tents to me that Aiivane w -5 t$! 
Aee the ^ let alone 

manifestations, low let^s iSst^L^ 08 ® P lu ^litie, 

c s Jhst aeehow much sen«« 

:• Carmot; E xpiaiit Matt. 3 , 16,17 an 

v He^we^K °1. those verses. Matt*' 
s weS^ baptrized went up strai Phi 

m £»r°. tttWi *» d lofj 

W Hear ye Him ^ £L***.? y bel «ved n 
would you read i m, P? e f tilat make set 
3 three manifestgri ~ iia ' c . Verse » dome t 

'f the Manlfeotatfon ^ e ? ch a11 nation 

Of all r 4 of the M«>lf 

lu auhienri S a ;i? d 5™ teach these 
' say. Amen „ Amen?") But i 


said’ 
away all tl 
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attempting to explain 
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to explain these 
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exp lain them as 
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is come, even the ’Manifestation, wham- th^MBnife^tatiiyn film! Ijsend iA 
the Manifestation r s name, He shall teach you all thirds an4 ‘ 

your remembrance what 1 have taught you." Really! Well 1 could b° 
and read many of these verses, but I think that was sufficient to ex. 
pi de the absurdity of that contention. 

The Word With God (John 1*1) ,/S 

Now he quoted back in Isa,6 that God became flesh, and I don't Jety 
that. God did become flesh. The second person in the Godhead 
flesh! Now what he is obligated to prove is that that person tooju 
known in the NT as God the Father became flesh. That a what - wa ~ 
see proved. I don’t deny that the second person in the Godhead ^ 
came flesh. John 1 1 14 "The Word became flesh,.. n ,but, let.®. ^ ^ 

John lil. The Word which verse 14 says became flesh was with Goq* 
(voice from audience roars out a boisterous AMEN!!! This was^fo u 
by loud laughter from audience)* You see that? (more laugntOu ? \ 

Ferguson pulls out the answer to this verse and grins trom e<-r * 

Now listen, let, try to keep it quiet. I don't heed any ;_■ w , 

I *m sure Mr,Ferguson doesn’t need any either, (more laughter;ints woxu 
who became flesh was with another individual called God in Jorm in, 

I *m going into that later on. 


fly 
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The Vine and the Branches (John 15s1 

Well, he then took up John 15* 1. I have the diagram on the board n 
where Jesus said,"My Father is the husbandman and I am the true v n . 

And then later on He said s "You*re the branches". And I suspect tha 
practically everyone in the audience saw that argument 1 wa^ .y & 
to make, that there is a distinction between the Husbandman ana tne 
vine. And he said I'm glad that Mr.Jackson was here aad ° 

the differences between the husbandman and the vine, well, & 
that you're glad. But I justwish you'd answered it while you were au 
it.(laughter) The Husbandman (no.l) is different from the v ?- a y * 
There's .a distinction drawn there. And I said that no one & 

this allegory from the lips of the Lord who would have °L nd 

assumed that when He was talking about the Husbandman on tl o 
and-.the Vine on the other, that He was talking about one aad the sam- 
thing. And I maintain that there is just as much distinctly 
tween the husbandman and the vine as between the vine and t 
and vice versa. And I think everyone say it. Possibly with tne 
eeption of Mr.Ferguson. 

But his example was John chapter 10 where Jesus sai - d /\L 0 Q e a «d S - m ')* ° 
"I am the shepherd", and then later on, "I am the door. ( ‘f* ’ 

And then he introduced a number of other figures in the 

of which were attributed to Christ. Such as the high pries' • - 

lamb and so forth and so on. Well I;don't deny that either. But 

let me ask you this question? Was He the high priest and 

the very same time? Was He the door and the shepherd at the 5 ’ 

Now that's what his argument demands, that they were one and t e ' 

at the very same time, I deny it! Emphatically! 

Ah/s. Aot 2~ Attempt to Recover Greek Rule on Matt.28s 19 

He came to my argument on Matt,28t19 with reference to the grammar, 
(And I think these were his words. I may have misunderstood, him*; 
said that this had reference to three separate phases, lather tnan 
persons « Well all I did was cite the rule from Dana and Mantey on 

‘v page TAIL whex-e■ they said that, rho rule had reference to persons, a 





distinction between bersonc; . 

it wtth me, I have in mv i fh A furthermore, though I did not htUrvt 
Theological bj jh n athG f e a book called Biblical anl ^ 

t 6 h^ G M e « ever U^ed anj jf^ Z* 0 Kns «^SS?g^t. 

that Matt.28 5 19 is an examnlp lf 5 e takes this rule and savs 

persons wtthin the Godhead? lt ' and ic the distinction of 

^Jftheldf y ?ou W can bh^Xblrtson’S I>U let you ‘“•*1"“’ it with 
Wdztield, and veUl have va^n^fle^TfalS^?' a ” d X ' U hri "S 

, Ferguso n » s Answer to X Tim^jS (A Mediate' w , „ , 

Now he came to my argument- T n ,. , ©diato., Not l/nde.rstood 

aPar * rh ®. argument ran^ike^zhig 1 ^her^ 5 - With reference to the rnedi- 
? * ? imself a ntan 4 Christ Jesus'^ Wha^a??® media tor between God 

rS?,I° r r”J d T i f! ; r"'" a 8° be^een”? WeU^ da l h ! ? ay aboUC the Greek 

I ran be ? F 1 ! J u «t be frank with you W L h tUr ® on Nest °r- 
1 just didn't understand Jus - t as hone st and candid as 

get it. I ha not afrainV? you Were talking about, I 
and lt ' But 1 didn't understand tha? “nl? “ arsument lf 1 under- 

some «ild 8 f“tasti0°s 1 ?ret 0 h h of m imi a!:0r '- tO S ° bet:ween God and man. By 
true that it would indfca?e fn ?”£f lnatio:n he sald that if this "ere 

waTtSsT " 3 l " the G ° dhead - How helot°h? n fSoS>t h £ow?^y ^ ent 

q’Jfcted Arndt and”Gih'rieh l>e |Vo een r Rod and man • And 1 quote Vine- I 
this. "A mediator is^noth ™f,J eference Kas made to these" A ld’l said 
was my conclusion. As this f one ”'" (Gal.3.20) And here 4 

Ot man, neither does he renrospnr°?k d ° SS not re P re sent the sum total 

nu?/r sc r outside this Siator Who r tGtal ° f Deity * As there* 
fn5 fe K de u thls raed tator who are Deitv h S Gril> So there a ce persons 

th?r b ^ th G ° d and man » tut yet operatin^hof® stands between them be- 
that argument wasn»t touched, peiatin « between the two parties. And 

Now JnVTJlTr: bn John 8.16-19 are not Manifestations 

I judse. my judgment L ^ef'forTS B P 1S Said th ls. "Yea and if 
thUL sent me. Yea and in law L“* not . alon e, but I and the Father 

thi - 13 true " 1 am o™ that belreth w.^r Wrltt ? n ' the witness of two ' 
w1 a .f sent: me beareth witness of me " 1 J ness . of myself, and the Father 
witnesses» two individual tha? We Jt™ IS Clearly re ^aled two 
He said."I bea. w .. witness to Jesus Christ. 

Son^ eSS T h f m h (n ° e2) * n H2 S said m th2r f doe?nJt h nd my Father beareth 

uses'tol rl haS ^ eferen °e to two natures Ana V re r ? ference to two P e i- 

n«:°tw 4 He saw“horS:VwfT-^f ald '" Ha "-h a 

thL?WhSn d L“T^:^° W the westioi d i LT r -Zr ?: that h ?' s ' 

a teacher l ? *» ZLn 

lunkles as a 

ind iie used hi irl a^an"!*?! rhree Iversons bad reference to id, 

ru. lk..< 1 about the two wl.tnosa«s. 
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I maintain that Jesus said it takes two witnesses according to your 
law, I’m one and my Father is the other* And if He was just talking 
about two natures within His one person, they would automatically 
have misunderstood Him, There is no possible way they would have under¬ 
stood what He was talking about. He cited their law. And that law 
concerning two witnesses had reference to two separate individuals or 
people and not two natures. Did Jesus misapply the law when He cited 
that scripture? According to Mr,Ferguson, He did.’ But I submit that 
He did not! * 


More on List of Three 

And then he went into a number of lists of threes. This was reput¬ 
edly in answer to all of these passages that I introduced such as 
Matt,28 1 19? 3»16,17} Luke 1*35? John 14t 26}John 15826 and so forth. 

And he didn’t refer to these individually but he lumped them together. 
And he said I can show you plenty of lists of threes, and this was 
his example! faith and hope and love. He said all these are just 
attributes. The question is, is faith and hope the same thing? Of 
course we understand that faith is not a person, Hope is not a per¬ 
son, Love is not a person. That particular verse from the very 
nature of it is not dealing with persons and anybody can see that! 
However, you just show me a verse that says, "Howbeit when faith is 
come he shall guide 1 you into all-truth," "For,-He, Hope shall not 
speak of, himself," Thus, the verses I quoted evidently speak of two 
persons and not merely qualities or attributes, 

Jesus not Omnipresent at His Baptism (Matt 3i 16,17) 

And then he wound up on Matt 3*13 with a reference to my argument 
on baptism. Jesus was baptized. He was in the water. The Bible 
raid the Spirit was descending in bodily form like a dove and a voice 
from heaven said this is my beloved Son in whom I am well pleased. 

And he cited a number of passages dealing with the omnipresence of 
God and said that these were applicable in this case, X deny it 
emphatically! God is omnipresent. But Jesus Christ, as He was in the 
flesh, as He was man in the water at that particular time, in that 
particular form, was not omnipresent. And the proof of it is found 
right within the context itself. Now he believes that Jesus was in 
the water, that Jesus was speaking from heaven, that Jesus At the 
sbrne time descending in the form of a dove. That's what he believes, 
Jesus is everywhere. 

You look in your Bible friends, to Matt 3813,14, at the beginning 
of this context. And the Bible said this,"Then cometh Jesus from 
Gallic to Jordon, He'd already have been in Jordon, The very fact 
that the record itself says He came from the Northern part of Palestine 
to the Southern part of Palestine, from Galilee to Jordan indicated 
that He was not omnipresent as a man in that body, in the flesh; and 
that was not His voice from heaven. That was the voice that said, 

This is my Son, not my manifestation, 

I have a son at home. He is two years old, I didn't bring him 
tonight, because I got a manifestation sitter to sit with him, 
(laughter) My manifestation is two years old. You see? Anybody knows 
the difference between a manifestation and a son! "This is my beloved 
Son in whom I'm well pleased," Now I'm going to call your attention 
to some other things. 
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Some Syllogisms (New Arguments) 

f n 1 ? 8 t0 intr °duce^ a nuffiber of arguments that are technically 
BS syllo S 3Lsms » A syllogism is a scheme of logic con*- 
T? reS part : s 3 a ma J° r premise, a minor premise and a con** 
ma J° r premise is correct and if your minor premise 

inevitably be^rue 7 ^ properly related, then your conclusions must 

£ 8i Y' e you a couple of examples that Webster's Dictionary 
vmnL nt h * r * f ?? en ? e ® yll °6 isms » This was Aristotle*s famous ex- 
mSn i "atT 110618 ? 1 A11 men are mortals? I am a man? therefore I am 
mortal. All mammals? are warm blooded? a whale is a mammal? there - 

the ar-f.im^r 6 blood f d »" You can see the logic connected with 

tne argument• That's a syllogism, 

Jesus' Limited Knowledge in Mark 13g32 

r nt:r a Ci lf? e S ora ?* In Mari: 13s 32 Jesus drawing a contrast 
of thlt dav and hnn , h<3 Fat f* er concerning the judgment day said,"But 

neither the t! h w S 0W ? th , no not e Y en the angels in heaven, 

dav the Pa ther, Jesus said concerning the judgment 

Son\s not ?he°? S .2 0t ICn £ W * 3ut thG Father does Therefore the 

this IvllLfsm F ?^ er % J° W lf . there ' s going to be any rebuttal of 
or thlminSi S™f either gorng to have to be in the major premise 
- * minor premise, and then he*s going to have to deny Mark 13s32, 

The Blasphemy of the Holy Ghost (Matt,12»32) 

evertsha1 1 oil’ll your attention to Matt,12r 32* The Bible says,"Whoso- 
him° hut whea a w ° rd a S a l ns t the Son of man, it shall be forgiven 
not be fore?ven V hf sha1 ?- ? pea ^ a word against the Holy Spirit, it shall 
come. " Nnw^n ne i ther in this world, nor in that which is to 

passage It^nn^v 1 ^ 011 * does n ot require me to give an exegesis of this 
tw«en the Q^ n <> a me . t(D sbow a distinction being drawn be- 

the Son and hp ^ ^ oly s P irit * Listen. 1 One may speak against 

and be fnreh/pn^Th^r* but raay not speak against the Holy Spirit 
Dc forgiven# Therefore, the Son is not the Holy Spirit, 

Jesus is the Image of God*s Substance(Hebeews 1e1-3) 

^od^hav^n^ot™ 6 ^ £. bave bs based on Heb,1 a 1-3, I read the passages 
divers nnrt-frvnf !' im ® spoken unto the fathers in the prophets by 
spoken unto ’u«, S <n^i Fndive rs manners, hath at the end of these days 
through Shom f 1 1 S iS S 2 n * whom He a PPointed heir of all things, 

His elorv anH raad f ti:l e worlds? who being the effulgence of 

things bvVhp^wnrrt V ® ry . ima Se of His substance, and upholding all 
3iiM 6 sat ri !Sn W h? Hts power 9 when He had made purification of 
5 ° at - down on the right hand of the Majesty on high." 

stanne°of d God^ e t h S i 7 t;J6SUS ^ hr ^ sr - I® the very image of the sub- 
Greek word "char*Io?o^« rd in . thls passage derives from the 

Vol,2 n 247 V*• C ' Gr s „ and now cite Vine's Expository Dictionary. 

in Hebrews { t S^of the^nn 0 ^ T f s ! :araent 1 ? ls u ® ed metaphorically 
His substance*" "Th« ° £ *° d as tdle very image (the impi'ess) of 
diarinJ Tk faot chat the SonMs both 

H« is adequate imprint?*” Uterally equal Co Him whos « essence 

subttinSh l®L’.LkP It down. Jesus is the image of the Father's 


v.o m tt.at this'passage 'has no 
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own imageT^h^record^ays^e^^hp 3 ^ 617 3r ? °u G person ‘ Was He His 
therefore, there Si SS^JoS^ISoS^ 

Two Names in Rev.14!1 and Sending of Jesus (John 

Again another passage in Rev 1A»i . t, . V '-*-'30 20? 21) 

hold, the Lamb, and with H?mTh,!; *, John said,"And I saw, and be¬ 
having His name, and the name ofHis FAthf f °tty and four thousand, 
heads." e of Hls Fa ther, written on their fore- 

Jota°20.21. an jesus slid/'Peace” 1 ^ ra? 1 ® 3 and ,8 en «emen. I'm citing 
me, even so send i yo^ Thfl phra^ Even's » the Fa B her hath ae « 
word "kathos" and Arndt tnJrfnfu so comes from the Greek 

cates a comparison being drawn § What ° n pa 8 e 392 » that it indi- 
a comparison between the wav Hi% Farhn d ° y °!^ Jesus is drawing 

His disciples; Now I wlnt to islJvoo ? h ? ent Hln ,' and Che wa y« e 
that from the Father to the ^nn t l 1LS question~Mr # Ferguson sevs 

When Jesus sent out His disciples wasTb*?- 3 P 113 ? 6 ® in manifestations, 
festations? Or did that have refprpnL t ? at simply a change in raani- 
another? Well I think that's clear? t0 ° ne person sendi n S another 

Two Wills in John 5?30 


Jesus and 1 His°^ther? f He^said.^T ? ra f n he f e between 


Him that sent me^jesu? did^ot* Se J: k aot my wtll » but the will^f 







trast) His that sent me."Xain in John 6^38 "F ? lne ’ but (oon * 

from heaven to do mine own will, w the '??{ F ? r u ? not come d °™ 
He did not come to do His nm , n k Jl? 111 ., 0 ? Him that sen t me s n< 
Therefore, He was not"Him that sent H?m "*th W £ 1 ^ ° f Him that sent Himb 
go to another argument. ‘ That 13 a s y i:L °Sisirn Lett’s 

God is the Head of Christ (ICor.11.3) ?* 3 e. X3 ' 

is Christ j * and "the Lad“n? y ° U know > tha,: the head °f every man 

Christ is Go2> Ihe word ”hrad" y f !°? an man ’ and the head 7 “ 

Robinson's Greek Lexicon (p.SSSJ^ays'th^ittt^^S ISSphalg and 
ly of persons. That is the head t-hf ^hat it has tof.erence tropical- 
subordinate," Arndt and fivnfrinh ahief > °ae to whom others are 
atively in the case of iiSS i ^ P#431 Says that it: is used «figur- 
Bible says the head of Christ i^fSd t ° den ° te S) superior rank." The 

229) said, "Metaphorically the chief d ’head §S ^ e - s . Gr ? ek le xicon (p. 
to whom others are suborcH mt-r> ” th ° L P r ^ncipal 9 superior 9 one 

the term has reference S pSins X 'S Gl T? lexicons that 

proposition, and the scholarshin Ar ’ opber be fogs, that is my 

ie scholarship of the world conforms exactly to it. 


j ^C- 



Jesus Sent (Matt,10?40) 

r * 


Jesus says, n “He°that 1 rece y veth a vov n 3ono- an 2S her verse ln Matt, 10,40. 
- * recelveth Him th®?^ 
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and the "me and him", "He that receiveth you receiveth me, and he 
that receiveth me receiveth Him that sent me." A distinction is drawn 
between me and you! A distinction is drawn between me and him, If not 
why not? Pray tell me tonight, ladies and gentlemen, do the rul.es of 
gx'aminar mean nothing! Now that’s just too simple and easy to be mi sum 
derstood, I submit, 

Jesus Glorified not Himself (John 85 54) 

Now I*m going to go on to another argument or so as long as time 
permits, and then we ’11 have to continue some of these things tomor¬ 
row night• In John 7;28 Jesus said, "I am not come of myself, but 
He that sent me is true whom ye know not." Again in John 8 a 54 Jesus 
said,"If I glorify myself, my glory is nothing. It is the Father 
that glorifieth me," 

Now let’s develop that a little bit, Jesus said,"I don’t glori¬ 
fy myself. The Father glorifies me," He said if I glorify myself 
my glory is nothing. How let’s reason for a few minutes, the way 
MriFerguson thinks. He thinks the Father and the Son are the same 
person. Let’s make a syllogism out of that, No 0 l the Father and 
the Son are the same personi No,2 but the Father glorified the Son, 

No,3 Therefore He glorified Himself. But Jesus said,"If I glorify 
myself, my glory is nothing," Mr.Ferguson says He glorifies Himself. 
But He said,"If I glorify myself, my glory is nothing," Therefore, 
if Jesus told the truth and if Mr n Ferguson told the truth, Jesus’ 
glory is nothing. Now let that sink in! 

Two Judges (John 5?22) 

In John 5s22 Jesus said,"Neither doth the Father judge any man, but 
He hath given all judgment unto the Son," Iloal the Father doth not 
judge. No,2 But the Son, Jesus, does judge, No a 3 therefore, the 
Father is not the Son, Jesus, Again in John 5s37 Jesus said of the 
Father,"You have neither seen His form nor heard His voice at any 
time," Let’s make a syllogism out of this. Ye have neither seen 
His form nor heard His voice at any time*" Let’s make a syllogism 
out of this. Ye have neither seen the Father nor heard His voice 
at any time. But they had heard Jesus* voice and seen His form, 
Therefore, Jesus was not the Father* 

Contrast Between Spirit and Flesh (John 4s24) 

In John 4s24 the Bible says, "God is Spirit". Notice the present 
tense, Jesus was in the flesh at that tine. He was in the flesh, 
b.Ut speaking in the present tense He said,"God is Spirit," 'But in 
Luke.24a 39 He says a Spirit hath not flesh and bones, Therefore, 

God, the Father, hath not flesh and bones. But Jesus Christ, the 
Son, did have flesh, and bones« Therefore, Jesus Christ and God the 
Father were not the same person, Thank you very much. 


MR. FERGUSON *S SECOND NEGATIVE 

Well, we've ail felt each other*s inadequacy tonight* I felt Mr. 
Jackson's, and he felt my inadequacy 5 and with all of the inadequa¬ 
cies we're feeling maybe some folks will begin to think that maybe 
both of us are inadequate. We certainly wouldn't want to project 
that kind of an image. We certainly do want to stress that there 
are things that we do agree on. In fact the last debate that was 
held in this church I sent a couple of fellas out to root for Mr. 
Jackson because we were in agreement with him on the propositions. 

I made that statement and you musn't take me to task on it..... 
(Ferguson pauses to fasten the microphone...)(Next thing I c 11 fall 
off the platform) You musn't take me seriously on this. I said it’ 
merely in jest that this was the only debate I know of where the * 
Church of Christ was the good guy. But not really! We do agree on 
a lot of things. But our adequacy is in God tonight. 

Definition of a Manifestation 

Much was said, first of all, about manifestations. Mr.Jackson 
wanted to know if one manifestation could love another manifesta¬ 
tion or send another manifestation. This is a very philosophical 
question, arid I would remind my opponent about some of these phil¬ 
osophical definitions, There is a noumenon as Immanuel Kant says 
in Critique of Pure Reason s There is a noumenon or a substrate or 
a around behind that manifestation. In each context one must deter¬ 
mine is the ground behind the manifestation or in simplified lang¬ 
uage one must determine what was manifested. 

Jesus as God is not Jesus as Man 

Much of what this is revolving around is the dual nature of Jesus 
Christ* Jesus Christ was both man and God. We’ve been treated to "pas/w- 
ages that prove Jesus as man is not Jesus as God and Jesus as God is 
not Jesus as man. Nobody ever denied this in the first placeI!»2 I 
don't remember ever coming up here and saying Jesus as man was Jesus 
as God or the other way around. Apoaraently my opponent is using 
these passages frequently cited by Jehovah's Witnesses to prove Jesus 
is not God to show that there are distinctions of persons in the God¬ 
head . 

God is the Head of Christ (I Cor.lit 3) 

I give an example such as I Cor.lit3#"The head of Christ is God," 
Now if I were a Jehovah's Witness up here, I would say that Jesus is 
not God because the Father is His head. Of course I realize that Mr,. 
Jackson is also committed to the equality of the three persons in the 
Godhead. One being head of the other may or may not be consistent 
with that. If I were a Jehovah's Witness using this to prove Jesus 
Christ was not God, Hr .Jackson would leap to the platform in. a six; 
foot high jump and say that this passage was referring to the Divine 
and human nature of Christ. If I say it, I’m some kind of a heretic 
or a villain or some sort of a "naughty" person. 

Jackson'sNestorianism- 

Jeaus as -atwi Jesus as man are not two persons* It is only one 







person# If these references that Mr* Jackson is using show that vers¬ 
es referring to Jesus as man and Jesus as God refer to two persons, 
he*s ending up with four persons! The Father, the Holy Ghost then 
Jesus as man and Jesus as God, a fourth person, I s m not willing to 
admit that there 's two persons, and he's not willing to admit there's 
four persons unless we s ve made a Nestorian out of him. 

The Nestorians believed that Jesus as God and Jesus as man were 
two separate persons. This is basic information about church history 
and everyone should know about it, I do teach. It’s been called 
various things at various tines by some of these good pec pie here, 
Occassionally I do a little teaching about once every six: years. But 
I don't happen to believe the Nestorianism Mr,Jackson's trying to get 
across, but I've got to hasten on. 


■ 






Heb,ls8 "Thy throne 0 God,," 


The first verse that he used was Heb.laS* "Thy throne 0 God," God 
said this to the Son, How we have here a translation problem, I don't 
particularly object to Jesus being called God because He was both God 
and mani This exhibits the mystery of the incarnation. But this 
verse is taken to be ambiguous by most Greek scholars including per¬ 
haps many which have already been referred to. It could be transla¬ 
ted either "Thy throne 0 God,,," or "God is thy thronei" As "God is 
ray rock, shield, refuge,etc. In other words God is the basis of 
your kingdom," So there is a possibility of two different transla¬ 
tions. 

How the Son can talk to the Father (John 14«18) 


. 








Probably he’s wondering how one manifestation can talk to another 
manifestation* I can see clearly Jesus as man and Jesus as God com¬ 
muning together because Jesus had a . separ ate human coosclous- 

_ He was a man in all points like as we are," (Heb 2s14,17)' 
Therefore Jesus had a brain. The centers of consciousness are in the 
brain* This may be a rather profane illustration; but if Ben Casey 
operated on Jesus he would not see a blue haze of "shekinah" glory; 
he would see a. brain, a human center of cousciousness, 

4pyQng,.j£]iQ,-_h.a„s, ..problems.about Jesus as.man ...communing with--Jesus 

as God.has.^.„.lna,dequate..vle\ 2 i^}.f..jaj^ humanity of Jesus Christ:* He 

considers Him something like a hand .puppet, a serai--human, remote c on - 

pro! robot, a.zombie without a brain, without a separate human een- 

l' er P'f'" 0onsc iousness I would expect to see communion, unless may- 

be the human nature were an...o ptic al. ill usion like the Gnostics said* 

• nyway Jesus was a man in all points like as we are s and I see no 
problem .in.Jesu s- as man flkrfW tn - uning with Jesus, as God in f a c t if 

Jesus..M.J5^.Jiad_-a-~aeparat:e...human consciousness, I would expect to 

see communion and be dissappo inted if none were found * 

' . ~ .“.~. )i 
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Who was Jesus 
as man? 



A man with a 
brain contain¬ 
ing human cen¬ 
ter of consci¬ 
ousness* 


A hand puppet., an optical illusion, a robot 


or* 





















As far as John 1 5 *\ and Blanches in John 15«Iff -25 

as soon C apprTh tl ®®^ e ^ eiS ^» ^^ he shepherJ 

And then as soon ^ p f oac ^ es the door, ,. ffffffffrt ? t course folks 

Srdf^t'tftte ■ £SSHS' 

SfbSJTdS?* t h ~ ^“doorf ^JtoS.i-’jS^STv. 

t-he Shepherd comes. anybod y Sot: how the door disapp^^ 8 ^ soo^as 

Another thing^hat^IsV^ JaCkS ° n ' S Greek Rule 
AndT^ouw’o 1 qUOted f ™ r 8oberts?n Wa b U ? a T Ct, f' 19, WoB the rule 
ority higher P than m R Jc?hn * in the book of^evelati! n qUOt ?5 from Jolin * 
through hi! Wk? Be ?^ rnin Barfield althoSJh I £! W ? uld be an auth- 
tai l nJn! k and certainly resoecr h?m I T know Benjamin Warfield 

:£?- £V- p-- 1 ^ 241 JS-%r 

ThSS maybe e hl?n a „ ha : /e ln «* Go’cSefd'beW w|' How many /er- 

?c?fthe e tS“ ^«UiW 

spirits of Pnd t '^ en the seven eyes on t-hf lw T ei \. ^ am P s of lire be- 

sons that mak^c That s fourteen persons w-it-h which are seven 
recces nfL?f k seventeen persons/ Th2*£ a ?Z th Jesus beln S three per- 
' t ,Uneteen Persons. Serl ^L/preSrS “* J he Holy Ghost P 
B 1 would not Dit A t D K mg pretty strong here.' 

B,3.Warfield was a vcW 0b ! rtSon a S ain st Beniamin Warf^ia o 
he was n i-haoi . a very ardent, "foami no =.i- Vu 1X1 ^ ai;tle ld. However 

®elf J n ous jcfi 3 ?’ not 3 «ramariZ^V£ iT" Trinitarian, 
erent dilse??i?f Greek > ln the papy™ *) J/l2? erts ? n excelled him- 
Wp*~ff p ij ertations on the subieot- h.it-V* n koine > til various diff- 

against B.S.^^^evoUto^ 

Well the t The Mediator (I Tim 2 »5) 

SlnS n a b oStV a h E*^ ndf T~?^ jLL 3 the raedla P°t between God \ 

WdSed wud and and D ^Se mturS e°ad S ^f ’ ? Ut Some of tta ) 

feels tharrhS ? fantasttc hy some neon?! T d *-i‘? L , 0 T f hat mi Sht be con- 

of m-no • the human nature o f fT/ti P. ^ think if our opponent - 

2»rs ?hek USneSS a ™> therefore cmefr L l" 0t have a definlSPcenSr 
S/r P agnostic 

anf J f “ d a J ? - r tic,so !•£ „“t r S 
Now h "Both.,, e and” 

■ " -Ttovmrl wi.th him While / 


he*s teaching because he'fl pick yeu up with one hand and chuck yotf 
out the'window, He doesn't stop being £ man when he teaches K laugh'* 
ter) Bon*t try to pull anything phony around here* So he doesn t al¬ 
ways lose his separate roles, . . 

She. inescapable truth is that these scriptures which have beem cit- 
ed to prove two persons are actually references to human and Divine 
natures of Christ which are not two persons• There Is-a human nature t 
Jesus as manj and then there s s Jesus as Godj but there s just one per- 
.son, 1 f '' , §f% ' ■ % '/• v f 8 y 

< • Now as far ah these lists are concerned I’ll try to take them up ... 

before I nin out of time. But one thing I definitely want to coyer/ 
before I run out of time is this baptism "bit" and the Word with 
God« 

. ' ; ff /V" Baptism of Jesus (Matt.Si 13-17) 

/ He said that Jesus Christ was not oranipregent because He went up 
from Galilee to some such a place. Well in the Old Testament it says 
that Jehovah came down from heaven* Well I guess Jehovahw;asn i <M. 
nlpreseht e either. But He was still in heaven because Jehovah 
\ is God in heaven above and in the earth beneath! (Deut.4i 3$ s 3?)G(%n* ... 
PH says God came down? Hicah It5 says God cometh out to tread the 
S high places" of the earth, I guess Jehovah wasn’t omnipresent, but 
/ He was!! (laughter) 

Si1 Was Jesus omnipresent while He was down here on the earth. Well 
-He lied to the folks if He wasn't!!! Listen to Matt* 13* 20 where the // 
? Lord sdid to. the folics that "where two or three are gathered togefch-: 

£? et in. my name.,. there am X in the midst of them," Maybe two or three 
ohfnene' .who 'heard* Jesus speak were gathered together in China intiie *- 
name of Christ* Let : 2 s not: be so wild as ‘China »• Maybe they 
ered in Joppa,® "Where two or three are gathered in my name (preset: 
tense) there am 1 in the midst of them!" Now that was a pretty good 
trick if He was in Galilee and in the midst of two or three.of them 
in Jerusalem B He was sure the Indian rubber man if Be wasn’t oroni* 
present down here 6n earth! (laughter) Nevertheless 1*11 go along 
/ with the show as far as anybody else will go, 

; Now r don’t think that anybody got the idea of the Trinity a Bemuse - 
A you sea, here's Jesus as man, whom we presume was less than nine leet 
tall, : /' He ' comes"into the water® John the baptist says in John |i op,. 

"I didn't know who the triessiah was but God told me you'll see a Vis¬ 
ible sign coming down m Him." Well this man came into the water. 

Well lie didn't want to let the cat: out of the bag to everybody. X Cor. 
2t8 says,"Had they known it, they would not have crucified the Lora 
of glory*" So He didn't want to do anything spectacular. 

Notice it, says the heavens were opened. That's right! All three 
gospels say the heavens were opened. The heavens WERE opened!! But 
what did the folics see?? Did they see an old guy up there with whisk¬ 
ers? NO!!!! They didn't see anything in heaven! Because the throne 
was vacant! The one that was sitting on the throne .in /lsai'6j got up 
from His throne, came down to earth, was made flesh and dwelt among 
us» But He was still omnipresent a He was up in heaven too. He said, 
"Where two or three are gathered in ray name there am I«* •" 

So John was told that he would get a-visible sign and the visible 
sign would be the Only Ghost coming upon. Him. 


fjnhn a ?,'ivr? C ^ e ^ Hol , y Ghost ' "No man hath seen God at any tine." 
S fron hfaven °5?f 8 8 visible sl 80 a bird coming dora.l voice 
ations of onp Cnd* rnf three Persons f but three different manifest- 

see ny°hand°fly G through k the 

ie S S In ra dne e pe«dnf f0rthi - Ihat ’ 3 another manifestation. Bui 

Of course you can't understand it because God is so vast that- 

is r because m he e has d a fil:R1 * °?? reason why he has trouble with this verse 

that the Father is an U Md f C ° mpreh f lsion of God * He thinks no doubt 
And the Hnlv ?m"ift "o U ? in heaven? and He's not omnipresent, 

xki me holy opirit is sitting down next to Him and the Hoiv «Vvf rd r • * 

And n inoldently n whede T par ;? lr ^ te ?F something,(laughter)like a bird, 
whether you calfa WL i died a blrd ls . not a person, I don't know 
birds that weren^ a person or^not (laughter), but I've seen some 

eren t persons(laugnter/, I don't know,(more laughter) 

back U in h those davs^i^" T he J ex^s considered that a voice from heaven 
God save then aUS that T ^ld settle all controversy,So 

Hehluld have IS Sis Pr.? od s P oke from heaven, God's everywhere, 
beenverv wSff frora be 5 rnd a tree but* I mean, it wouldn't have 
eominl fLi hi?, y O ^ f rom oehind a tree as . it would have been 
£® heave "; f ut that's where most of God was. He said heaven 

;-r His bf? ?Ae S ? rth 1S my f ?°i stoolClsa,65s 1), He had a little bit 
ne A? ££? toe down on earth here, but if I had a little bit of m^big 

c-n the firsf?look yOU Wouldn ’ c say V *' ln rhe basement, you'd say I'm 

inf?n?ro f? en you have a comprehension of God as vast and 

you Jod?s ? e3 J ^"8a are hard to understand. But it's easy 1? 

sitting h° °l d guy sitting up in heaven, with the Holy Ghost 

cinsidlr -?S ?? Him and the Son sitting in between somewhere. If you 
r?J? w?? ? a ast and omnipresent there's difficulties. In the Of 

I don't know? reSentr C He Came down from hea ™*- How could He do iV 

ni^°thi e iAoi ?° n °S jHink that anybody, John included, would recog- 
Sis uff %°t ?? Tri ? ity in this - I didn’t have time to c?ver 

(2il-'4? St rhi ?A* 2 Ut take a loak at this analo sy* In the book of Acts 
see a fir? 1 ?™!? 1 ??! ? erSo 2 1X1 the Godhead appeared. You hear a wind?you 
Again voS he?r i°» G ? shins ni S-hty wind. Three manifestations, 

g?ou?d Seh??? i? n ? A manifestation’' and then find out what's the 
the ernu?d * ? ld T^°? eVG y ®f e a manifestation burn? Well this is 

|ot tl sle whit ft-?’ It: b ? ns! Ihe sub strate, the noumenon. You’ve 

me tonight a?d r»n manifestation of. You see a manifestation of 
■ eonignt, and I’m a person, 

one S ?e?so? n °T? ? at 7°? S aV ? fire » wind and noise; yet there was only 
Trinft-v 8 w # ? ? what Jackson would call the third oerson of the 

lls ° W SiS ? C ° Uld God have told John that JesusV tha? manhl 

hi? baptizing, was the messiah except by having a voice and this visl- 

ni? c 16X1, o There was an aud ible sign and a visible si|S? but not t^o 
it S?tf ‘ H ?h r° Uld yoU have «•**** bin off? If you tofnk yL SuW do 
bLsfS^? W (?m t |°f 8St 80108 ° r yOU ' X1 thlnk 1 ’- Sicken on 

Ti o w A t * i J he w ,ord "with” God (John 1 si) 

>x .Ti t i l tiv- was with. God, Yes we believe this! 


(Ferguson unable to contain himself breaks into laughter) He thinks 
he s got me on that one! You know friends I*m glad he brought that up.. 
This is a good example of where the doctrine of the Trinity follows 
pagan philosophers such as Philo and Plato rather than OT models. You 
know friends I brought my word here with me tonight, and I*m not two 
persons S If you see two persons up here, then friend you shouldn't be 
here S J S (wild laughter from audience) vie better have one of these good 
ushers help you out (more laughter). There®s no offence. We want to~sim* 
ply try to keep peace here. You probably need some type of help (more 
laughter) 

Let me deal briefly with this now# What is.scripturally with God# 

Only His attributes (Job 12s13,16) If these people would have read the 
Of verses, instead of going with philosophy, they wouldn't have got so 
mixed up with a separate person in the Godhead. The Bible says." With 
Him are wisdom,and power#” (Job 12* 13,16) "With Him are wisdom and pow- 
er»" Get that! Well wisdom and power are two separate persons from Him! 
He 9 s got God's power being a separate person from Him. So how powerful 
is God if His power's a separate person from Him? He*s pretty weak! If 
If wisdom's a separate person from Him, He doesn't know very much! And 
mercy is wi£k Him (Ps„13$??A fountain of life is with Him in Ps.36s9 e 
Id Li5teJl2 .it says, "Eternal life which was with (pros!!! )the 
Father, was made manifest to us/’ And so on# These are attributes of 
God Which collectively are what God is. I don't know what He means 

by the Word#If the Word is God (and God is the name of the essence 

shared by the persons), then according to John lul Jesus j_s the essence 
shared by all the persons! "In the beginning was the Word, and the Word 
was with God and the Word was God(i.e.the Divine essence shared by all 
the persons in the Godhead)" We can accept this!! 

IM like to paraphrase this# "In the beginning God possessed His 

attributes, and His attributes were with Him, and this is the way in 
which He was known-by His attributes." Incidently the "Word" in the 
Old Testament, to the Hebrew mind, stood for power#"He sent forth His 
word and healed them#" (Ps#107*20) The Word is like a hammer which 
breaks the rock in pieces." (Jer.23) The Word also stood for God's 
wisdom arid His self expression of Himself, 

• ■ • • • - .V. • ■ ■ , . . • . 

It stood for His revelations Everything about God was with Him. 

All of what I have made known to you about myself was with me tonight# 
My self-expression of myself was with me, and I have made it known to 
you# So God's self expression of Himself, His attributes, were with 
Him, and He made it known to us. He became flesh and dwelt among us# 
Ihere's much more that I’d like to say about this, but I've got to go 
on and hit some more things, 

Jesus was sent by the Father (John 20s21*Matt 10s40) 

"Sent" would vindi cate to me the one' sent would probably be less in 
rank to the Sender# And this would refer to Jesus as God sending 
Jesus as man. Hot as one person in the Godhead sending another per - 
son...tn .th.e.„„G,Qdhead as an errand boy # This would demote- Jesus to a 
very ■ inadequate.. ..position. ..if . this, refers to His Deity, 

Two Wills(John 5*30,6*38) . 

In John 58 30 he quoted a. verse about Jesus having two wills. Well 
as man He had a will that wanted to go one way# As man He didn'tpa*?- 
n.cularly want to go to the cross, but He got that will under subjec¬ 
tion to God, I have two wills at work in me, but I'm not two persons# 
L.iave a will mat wants to go one way, and a will that wants to go 
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another. Jesus as man has n rr-i 11 , _ 

they are not two persons. It's iu?? d Jesus as God has a will, but 
Jesus as God. it s just one per son-Jesus as man and 

Now the syllollLTrl Kn ° Wled8e < M «k «J»> 

He must have^een in know the time of His own comine 

n?tv°bv S Peak ° f ^ limitations S of P the?3on ^ teU ^ ?£u?t»£: 
nity by a man named Bickersteth r k??- ° ° 1 ve S°t a book on the Trfl¬ 
ushing house sells it? ffthh the Church of Chi** pub- 

verses in the Bible that sneak l learrled that there are some 

subordinate to the Father. P fnd tL?e\S ma V atUre of Christ as being 
There are sooie verses t'hnt- onxr r «^re references to Jesus as man 

the IfM 1 "? aboU£ Jesus *= God. ? U i e a™'d rhar*?,® 8 311 ^ ln 8S.These 
the Bible from this book that T o-r,t- ® arned that these verses were in 

iff h °JJ se or someplace else. Probablv^^h^i ? hu f ch of Christ publish- 
rhfn 0 that: ' but nevertheless it was a^oJ « Uld qXS: T t: writing to places 
things out of there. as a s ° od source. I got a lot of good 

est P r ftty U bad°shaper S But^ JoST?if 17° f His oxm coming! He 
•^V 1 . 1 things." Here He let Fete? said »"hord thou know- 

thermo 6 ? h f£ e when He didn’t even know^the t??« ^^phlngs and let him 
tnere s another reference i n . ^ no7 the time of His own comine„Anri 

all things,(John lsff5) L wha? ™fS he , dlSCiples told Hl° Hs®knS 

e ~.«? United m knowledge? Well ln H Lu]2°? and 

ed in wisdom. He had to ret s£Pr»S f. m< 2 2,52 lt: sa ys He increas- 

tne cradle and say,"Handle nan - He didn't just lay therein 

r°T a r °? tB here today-”(lau^hS) As S™? there dad > 1 WWW split 
God Hg know Gvorythin^! Tn wvm ^ increased in wisdom * fciir 

Knowledge. (Col JlliSvj In Hl ” are hld »U the treasures of Sfa a Sd 

Blasphemy of the Holy Spirit (Matt. 12, 32)(lCor 11,3) 

ed by the Father°and°Hlg 1 head°l3 rSd^iS? 1 ' 2 ' 10 ^' but as raan He 10 era- 
to get some more syllogisms in hPrf'n d J° on dcwn the line. I wr: "r 
Ail right! If you insult t-ho tr i Xbe blasphemy of the Holy Gho 0 ' " 1 
If you insult ?Se sSm^weU be f^Sivenyo^ ^t 

the 1 ? lo °n S like the Holy Ghost nin-ht be a 1 ™?!* .* we * 1X let you go there! - 
the Son. From what g* V e hesT-d t-h^ ni . b f a / ore important person than 
proposition that the thme^no ^ Church of Christ is committed to the 
suit one it*s jSsrls ted as fnSft?? Trinit ^ Gre equal? Sd^ 35- 

here it ’s just the sane as fninf^ 1 ® other « Jt V ^ you insul? hob 
round here.(laughter) You better tetciTwha? e ? thou S h he is a flunky a ~ 
suiting me too because'we’re equal? h C you sa - because you’re in- 

responsible a fo?°|t? h |2t that?? 1 ? f S if St Goda He#X1 hold yew directly 
gainst Jesus because He Is God 2? it' direct ly a? 

not^h? world did not know who He wa? itrL^ S ^f * And the wisdom 
b?St ?h e aruclfled the Lord Of -lo??'(r?Cnf oA ?? known it they would 
bout the Son they did not b™, L 1 Cor e 2), ; There was some thine a- 

“^Msonethlns «»y aMHOS y° d ?g U3e thera . but would not 

r '-hat voiqo means, * y the power of God .And that* s 
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Jesus Christ is Heir of Alt(Heb. It 3.) 


Now he quoted Hebrews 1 and said the Father made the Son heir of all 
things• Jell Jesus- Christ is the mighty God. in Isa»$-s 6* And the fift¬ 
ieth Psalm says that God owns the cattle on a thousand hills* Jesus 
said in John 15 that all things that are thine are. mine, and fall things; 
that are / mine are £Mn$. In some sense He already owned everything« 

As God He owned the cattle•on a thousand hi1Is f hut.as man He could 
not even feuy the hails* He didn’t have any moneys He.didn’t have any- 
whet®'to lay His head, but He owned everything in the world* Thath was 
a reference between Jesus as nan and Jestis as God. And this is the straw 
that broke the camel's -back* This is the Achilles 8 heel of Trihltatrian- 
• ism* - It kills the three person in the Godhead theory* At least two- per.** 
sons of it because it is Hunan and Divine nature hot persons * 

(Rev.l4tl) Jesus .Sent (Matt. 10t40? John 20s 21) 

:r Rev»l4sl.The lamb had the wane and the name of His Father*The parti¬ 
ciple '’written" is singular (in Greek). This could indicate that there 
was only one name involved here« John 2.0 b 21• "As the Father has sent 
me even so send I you." I already mentioned about sending^that Jesus 

'said) 



"Huerta* I'm going tk> send you to the Church of Christ fconpgS^- You 
..can't j. you're already, there. I can't send you to the church of Chjrist* 
But ttr.’s a reference to Jesus as nan and Jesus- as God and not to two- 
persone#- r * 

The Father Glorifies the Son (John 8s 54 and 4s 24) 

Let's see*"! didn't cone to myself* The Father glorifieth me®"Hell, 
the Father glorified His fleshSh‘The flesh in He d£#,lt. df4. not ■ 

t glorify itself® There's two natures here® Jesus as nan glorified not 

■j Himself,' * I Z “ v "IP *• yt " :> 

The last; verse that he quoted here was John 4*24. "God is a Spirit* 
i and they that worship Him must worship Him in Spirit . and in truth. 

: 'Jell this is true, and we don’t deny it. He was trying to say in that 
! verse that Jesus as God is not Jesus as man® And I don’t recall having 
said the JesUA As God was Jesus ps nan. 

> , Creation "Through" the Son(lIeb 1) 

. One mores .Creation through the Son.,. Creation - through^ Christ.The on~ 
ly jaeans or agencies that were used in creation were God s 

. attribute®-.-- .He - read - the verse where Jehovah "stretched forth the heav¬ 
ens alone, by Himself»" The only scriptural agencies God used were His 
av: tributes. In the Old Testament you can read about various attributes 
that Gpd used to create the earth by* And tneidently the word "by” the 
Greek prJpQaitian ?,dia" does not necessarily have to indicate a sepa* 
rate' person. Jut in the OT the words "by" and 


"through" are used of 


IS ? J r^ 3S ?SSf(S,SS^o^t e V ere , “° ° W K^lea liv. 

S£ ESe*&? ***4 wisdom°and°pru'dencer 

We *o at one 5£g£ 


„: *°: iU cw ; cai »- separate oers 

vmo formed thee in the wo^b, .•.creatp/'Z«rr e n. i said,"He 

forms you in the womb would orobaM ,by , Hlnself "Anybody who 

stretched forth the heavens llonf ^ tjLt1 ^ -"Father-. He 

self. And He told the Son-He said '^r,n *" read a broad the earth by Him- 

of course X ? m S oin S to ^rtftell $ ?L n f J 0 ^? 3 ’■*? ^y.agent,But 

myself II You understand; don -1 you 3m’"'°Anrt -hat I did it alone, by 
ahead and did it. you ’ oa ‘ An<ri of course the Son went 

Th.0 WO 3rd 11 fci’Trot i^h ,r i o o ^ h -c- 

&M8us^,asriSP4 rcwegswsawL 

.»«. -» w „ -ssrksns s gg,sr,s ssishsE. 

Father*^Heb?! f5™says, "This day have i^f 8 not a Son as old as J.tj. s 
H ot three billion years ago. This dav hsv^T you *" l ' ot from eternity, 
r lly, Heb.ls5 says, I will be In begotten you. Note etern- 

°J n * Imagine the Father begetting the S??' and Ke sha11 be to nie a 
of years later saying/'Some of JSIse lavs ftemity, then billions 

The oon said,"Huh?” (laughter) "T rLuS 1 ® S oin 3 to b e your Farhor*'" 
ternity, Dad?" SometAi^sruLd up^/^ M •— ^ 


MR.FERGUSON'S FIRST AFFIRMATIVE 

Thank yoh firo«Hiierta. I'd like to greet this group and thank ; each 
and every one of you for coming out* Again I would like to express my 
thanks to Pastor Jackson here tonight for making this delightful exper“ 

; ience possible® Pastor Jackson has encouraged me to enter into the spi¬ 
rit of" the discussion, and I do intend to ft© that presently* BefdreuP© 

% enter into the spirit of discussion perhaps it might be well to. pbing^ 
out that we need to have an understanding that while we disagree with 
^respect' to these propositions, certainly we respect each other as per™ 

{ sons. And certainly we have that kind of Christian love towards each 
{/ other that Jesus Christ would want us to have, ' . . / | V l! 

Now as far as the winner is concerned» : I feel the real winner will 
be the one who will reflect upon the scriptures being given and profit 
by them. Those will • be the real winners of the debate. Sometimes m the 
.heat of controversy we forget about finding the truth, arid 1 fpr une 

to do some action on Mr.Jackson's material after the debate. 

\ a view} to learning something from him, and I trust that he will dg 
rg the same thing with my.propositions 0 So therefore 1 wi11 now go ■ 
of the discussion. 

•• ii-* r c , _ . - ( 

Review of the Preceding Night 

As Hr.Jackson opened with a discussion of the oneness of the ‘.God- 
head, I “will perhaps review a few thing, from last: ntjht for ;thooj of 
you Who could not be here, I do hope that hr. Jackson looked up the word 
li"Heatoriatt* because a person should know what he is, and. that s 
: he' 58* He quoted a lot*of verses referring to the Divine and human na- 
I tureS of Christ and said that 8 « Dio persons*.That's wnat a Kestorianbe- 
| lievesj and if the shoe fits, then wear £’tS A .Iiestori§h be 1leves^th^t, . 

4 fflmH Chtist as man and. J'ejgus Christ as God, are two persons. 

| he believes in two other persons, the Father and the IioJy Ghost. lais 
then would make four persons. 

r .„ ft % Jackson's Lists of .Threes (Matt 28? 39) 

He accused me of thinking that abstract qualities were personal and 
personal qualities were abstract. I did not say anything of the k^nd. 
Some verses are explained primarily by reference to various roles,and 
fj titles an^ laanifestatiohs of one God, but other verses hre explained 
:■ other ways by referring to the human and Divine natures ol Jesus Chras % 

For instance Matt,28 1 1.9 refers to the fact that we look to Cod as 

. 'Father in providing and sustaining, us and §11 qf 

’"it-n «in and reoosnize Him as a Son oecause^e 



Thirdly we recognize Him as a spiritual being, that God-is -not-of tne 
same nature /that nan' is. He Is a spiri tual .be ing.* fhat is what ti i» 
verse means, and it's like squeezing blood out of a turnip to getany^ 
thing else out of it. - .• 

IX, Cor 13 s 14 

Another verse, for example, would be IICor.l3»14 "the grace of our 
Lord. Jesus Christ ? the love of God and the communion of the Holy Wicot 
■ be with you all,* This means that we have one God who love us* We have 
v one God with whom we may have coiiouhion and fellowship, arid we. have one 
Borl who is the Holy Spirit:* 1* d like t:o quote from Gleason .$ X&** 

to OX<J 4roher i..B B. Hebrew BCxioIcii. wiio 


cy in e |ebre^i^to Seaina ^ of all-places' » ~ 33 

tfc l *r Y hiCtl ar3 osSially 1 ') Sll '5^1y vwied e f^f^ B to f <-!« "tenden- 
J lc style it is -nbst~^'‘ , ^ portan t» M Hfe 5. element's of nar» 

ss£s"~?H?3Ss> ■■• IZI 

behind It, “ere if°f Sot one “Inl-that a^f? l ” coul <i tout 

cienon. There ha? i? f ground that Is behind ?i£ estation has aonoeMn? 

Jacfcson probably fails ,J‘ U **«»' in here at i??, ^ esus as aan. 

«e has some "navies" ,? tho Father, Son oS? £“}* point: is that Mr 

benight, lar ‘ ,es « ««• tonight, i bonder i?°S Gil08t are nLef.' 

, My children make n lnt . „ ' 3 "® e sltter 

•o'TSS*^ iiV-^f-tSSSJrSg-^^ so anything that ^ 
o- manifestations ^can ££? - « a 

. Mother free US thoZ er - Pr ,° VeS " S ° d ’ ls the Father 
Jesus as God ^, r 3ilt ls based on t-h^ f , _ , r v 

- T esus as man*prays°? °r Urse ono of the verSo^ 1 " Jgsus as ora^s to 
Presence is ttS o t0 Jesus as God to iJfn St c \ ted was John 17m ° 

18a verytn^t^. Si? thf. C ? Urch Hi* blm v 

s?od to save Hin r» on* Jgsus iq r your attention v hi Q * 

Whlity of p£so“ t®W? ohureh^iS 3 ^^ Ptaying to .the Fatter as 

S3TSK 1» 

from the supply of th^Sn^ * Peter 5*4) Strenrt^fn^ and bish °P of o; r 

are kept 'Xr- sar® 

as.*?. 

sa?n? ? h ? Church at K"'? )<1 Cor.1.2) 7hS?s tK???’' ,eneed an 
ints? And in p ev ^.7i p Lnti1 ’. to the sanctif* ^ Jrfforehde be- 

In 'ISiSs 

- y °3 ^yytin ^ *££ 








|®lg 




pain'tonlght. One rodel **» :.®4@ was E ® frS‘^& 

HiiuBelf. lit .oi our !:lns. is that: three. 

Stifl Hp i« the vho: looped up VfL Ar to tins ,/ 1,J - Cs 

Twv rirvrr' on< pha .and tjie Yhp fteegas and therefore? 

8 S alpto Sh5»w 3 JTeoparate person £-#%£££ S' the Oodhes4 

!rasu„s^ ( * &si? 


igi® 




* UUca hoi- *■ aggfii* - * ...-_•• 

one pets on® 

X referred together list of threes xeferrln^t^Jesus 

<to1f aMfi not shov,rng taat jysus onxx rhe last. and the MISS 

'vi 1 17 i o MQt'nn fp'&ri , i&* 1 &t# thO ftTSt . , j 0 nnlV on© pCX'S pAn 

ft« -tkw*ST Vrt*i *1 es . but there,*s cntr-pjy. tuAA e 5 
( me," One -©«M • how that occasionally when ^ 

m cited s? rgBSE 

three attic'J.cs mW? * M^^KeS to note in 
: lJ' discussion for the article opens • tgj®gg| 
Hmt&y that on p*13S as the^ai- cu t * he references fop 

: a reference; for Gv 4ramar s and they were _ to th 

wore to A e T.Robertson s historical U- also noted that xn th ® a n r n i ‘ 
-pages that I quoted to offset the referex,^ 

duction it -says that *s tractor l 4 r. 4 acRson ^ 

these sections as required readi g so he got the , 

■ his parallel reading* Naughuy.;J^r point* 

1 out fro# wxder him on this par .. ^ Rt Greek scholars (in 

1- He stated that Warfield was one of the five hr s^ gr^ in ~ 

p attempt to offset my Robertson scholars which they re ?^ left 

to c/ver her. that list ^ a lefdf It^trang® ^ 
jtot ong of them mentions f&gfu of course you *J-|f5|§; 

the greatest Break scholar of but we wia nt to have the rig 
cu have wax* on the ireln tonxgn » 

that is related to'the issues« • ■■ .- . . m 


warn 

111 




wmm> 
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Mm 
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mm 


m W w|pt"np He said/Xf I be- , ^ ^ 9 jeems Christ the 

unto we." (JohnTT^l) And another ^modol^^x say /^ e wa3 o^alned as 

prt<M,t. and the. lamb at the s«^e tim • * - 9 14 says He offered Jg 

“«to.pffex-gifts P S^ *** lasax>% 

Ili.mpel.fy-So on tte ™ Un^ timet T. 

"'fhC“pBlest **a. ofr.oxl.xiH VLl«a*^.f «t * 

. 1 ' ' .’ . . . 
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Last The Mediator (I lira 2i5) 

Wlt t 

that- Mt- Tar,i^ ~ , Jesus * It's a referpnrp «-« Tnr -. iSC Jesus, not 

unat iir^, J ackson read only half nf r*i ? ?o to the human nature*I note 

, ?! e ^ Ve a s P ecial tase anway jested that with 

Mt Cod is one. " There 's a vS but fn ?hi at ° r u is not a mediator ofone 

Dicture Ve Ynn re ^ aay ,°n this ve^rf lSter ®But«° h cha " ses the Picture, 

«oin e be?t^:.Bm“ ou f“^^ s ^Jhola 

naole, He^Ste^throuS « P! And desus Christ Is the veil of tho e k 

^ving way, throSgh ihe veil whf^h r “ 

saffCr 

1 care of that "unanswerable- ariS'St? f JGSUS Christ » and that 

AFFIRMATIVE ARGUMENTS 

affirmative would^e^haps bS^littl hS ® not made his case » that this 

nSESHg HS 

~"‘“JT” ■““-s “ *“ 

l^re^H article rule the Divide^Ssence^nd^ hiS p Wn defin itions 
on According to his^ 

second word are ONE person^Vi'he sec °nd word, then both the first ^d 

i&S£ ss:i^i?i-BS 2 ;SFiF?» 

•&as e l-l^e^ort STo^P *?!? 9 ° f ~* ls ^t?ole^e, 

son wTr~t-o?f^ ~ undivided essence 0 The !l* T ^ S •! tates that the 

talking about. Because that's his definfwon^/lod" 06 MrJa=k - 
Jackson Has an Imoersonsi r ^ w ot God * 

Now one thing I noticed ° or Four ?ersons in the Godhead, 

and e the*Hoiv rh ere we * e ^ee^rsons^n^K^ G ° d as that undivided 
; G °f ‘(the es 3 s°eAce°Iharerby a?l K tt h Go<i AittorT?i^ e 1 ^^J n or 

S. a x£^s h SS?^, the GodheIdfthe r |a?hl r 1on SSTiT^ 

^tSTJ ltL “ * T'ZL'ILSr* i ^ 

T S ^ attrib utes 5 and. JeSs Ch rLl only one se * of 

l .The_ quotati on in parenthesis ha<* > and that *- set of attributes 

•* SlriCe n ° one ever actually cj.ted^he^rSil aS * service to the read- 
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are ESESSB* then there*^ lstin0tl ° nS a£ - aU “ ““ G ° dhe3d 

Th^rcfoxrc wo Uctvo only ono pox^ » p^h 1 

God is One Person. Therefore Three Persons are not God.^ 

In volume 5 of A »T» Robertson’s one substance 5 

tharwhen"one"is neuter it’s Therefore, 

and when * ( one"is rnasculine^it is reterr ^ Gal.3. 20 

some of the very verses that Mr •Jackson rt sa ys,"God Is one per-* • 

state that God is one in that God is ine person. And 

son." "One" is masculine IC says th t G h l8 on^jaersgn 

we could also quote James 2s19 The dOviioeiio 

and trembles." Cbne" here is also masculine.) 

Theological Double-Talk about a DiviShagJ 

Essence Cannot Evade the Fact the J.is loiyt . 

Here’s a free thought. H © tr ^ e ^J° 8 ^°^ s t ghare ^common essence, 
referring to the fact that these throe person*3 sna^ gaid rKe sam e 

Well according to Hodge’s S^^ mati q. - -.-.-.^ j U piter, and they were 

thing about their old pagan gods like 2ciis and J p d * , ge t him of f 

ttUl just as polytheistic as they could be!... It ^doesn *8^ he 

thethree-god hook any more than it did doesn’t help him. Saying 
tries to wiggle off with some doubletalk doesn t ^ ayings «We have 
that we hay.e. three je^ons but not three goa^^ cars." 
three automobiles, but we don t have , • , N , 

Now here’s a mio&iW I built from his own and Holy 

FitherSbn and Holy Ghost are fiSSfl G°d, 1 ^^herefore, there are three 
Ghost are ^e^te, dj^nct Persons. No.3^heretor lt , X did 

^f&Te ra ^SM°give S urthl pr^Ue'of answering his own positron. 

How much of God is Jesus??? 

HOW much of God* is. Jesus 7 All of God or ^thl^od^X. 

God besides Jesus? Is He supreme Sod °r “f “ of apparently having no 
son's supreme God? He has a rather oddStare thisone, undivided 
supreme Deity since three of his “persons share law ° • 

eSsi,ne©» rT . * i, 

Jesus said,"I am He and There’s No God With lie, 

I*d like to go into the Old T ®®^ ra ®^ e a a iready P read by^Jacksono 
context of some of these verses thatwereaIreadyrJ^* already 
First of all I’d like to go into Deut.lia w ;_^^^^rT?fed essen ce, 

told us this and the other verses refer to the^Og dQ not re ier 

(noteswatch for Jackson to deny la- c - . f th - verse we'll try 

to the Godhead!!!!!!!!) Mow from the context of tni^ ^ speaking of 

to gather which of the persons of the Trinity thio g m6e "TheKJV 
This verse said,"I, even I,am He and there & no goa u 

says "with me"i 


The 40th verse says,"I lift up 
ray hand to heaven." The 41st verse 
says,"I whet me glittering sword;, 

„my hand takes hold on judgment®»» 
I will take vengence on the adver¬ 
saries ; I will requite those who 
hate me* And my sword shall devour 
all flesh;" The 32nd chapter if 
talking about the J5 mi nbinfmt of the 


There’s no God \ 

with me!!! J 

^CHRISTJ 


f Hey! How * bout 

^ nc???? 



‘'HOLY ghost 

























a , fter the exile where the J 
SmJ'wJ® know J that the. person who i 
“L 111e .sword on one horse with so 

i?°n-22r rson to help Hlra) 17111 ** 

•was®!; 1 ?-;.'.:'; ' 

You see heaven was o 
in the discussion 

son is seen. Jesus Christ 
place the sword 
There*s 


^ a f e spattered throughout all na^ 

. coming^bacic to_ punish the nations 
_,de saddle on it (He won*t need 
the Lord Jesus Christi 


Turn to Rev 


opened, and this time you d 

saw a person bPP^ieoT 1 on Matte3s 16,17 heaven wa 
- _• _ on _ ecause Jesus was down here on earth 

on one horse* And when i 

eoes out from Hts mouth, and slav- 
one person that is aptly fitted to do the 

with h J^S r rh^»f at ? er - from Deu t-32i39 that there 
He has it! ^ Wh ° 18 Worthy of the «*»* "God" 

One God Manifested By One Cloud is God ALONE . 

takra^Lk^^- t0 Isa - 37i 15 and ^Owei 

LdKe a l0 °k at this context for a y __ . 

moment* In this verse Hezekiah is f f^toid you to 
Hn 3 ? 1 !? 8 i P the tem ple and he says, \ v^oses make t 
0 Jehovah of hosts ,God of Israel \ r<T~t — 

a ^ ^rened above the S- VjL 

^! h thou art God * eve 'n thou alone?^ 

savs 1 n e vs°?n W «^ he talkia S. )% 

a§XS._.a»h. vs#20* Thou art Gn/i ai vJi—...-i_ r 


0,Jehovahs who 
dwell between 
the cherubim* * 


tou guys 
are God 
aloneJ 


/ 1f there 9 s 3 ,how 
j come there’s just 
\ one cloud there? 
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I sworn" , verse 23 says/'The word has gone forth in righteousness* The 
Word shall' hot return unto me* Every knee shall bow and every tongue 
shall swear*" 


Paul in Romans 14* 10 cites Isa*45s23 proof that we will appeal* be 
fore the judgment seat of Chri st. The judge is Christ seated upon the 
one throne. In Matt*25«31 it says that when Christ appears He's going 
to sit on His glorious throne and all the nations are going to be gath¬ 
ered before one person seated upon one throne! And of course we read 
in I Tim 4s1 that Jesus Christ is coming to judge the quick and the 


dead. There is one judge. This one 
"I am God and there's none else/' 

/ Imagine the expression of awe • ‘ 

/ that must have come on the other 
\ two persons5!2!J!! For Jesus ho 
stand up and say., "I am this un¬ 
divided essence and there is none 
.else.would wreak havoc in heaven! 
■All of our states share a common, 
Undivided essence. Imagine a Texan 
standing up here tonight and say¬ 
ing /’Texas is the United States, 
and there*s none else!" We would 
probably break the spirit of the 
whole thing and all of us would 
go after him together.) 

Imagine if I would stand up among 
the teachers here and say/'I am the 
teacher and there i& none else."If 
so they would be missing me around 
here! We wonder whether all three 
persons of the Trinity had a pitoh 
pipe and said,"One,two, three,I am 
God and there’s none else/' If so 
they would have to say/’We are God 
and there * s none else*" 


.judge sits on one throne ana says, 



The Havoc Jackson's View of the 
Godhead Would Create in Heaven* 


Jesus as God is the Only * True God 

Jesus as man prayed to the Father, to Christ as God as we interpret 
it! In John 17s3 Jesus as man called the Father "the only true God"as 
contrasted from Jesus as man. I Cor.88 6 says,"To uss there is but one 
God the Father*" It says the pagans have many gods and many lords,but 
we only have one God, the Father* Wow can you take, one of the persons 
in this Trinity and say there's only one God and He's the Father l And 
And. then they got mixed up in the 0T and the one Judge on the throne 
says,"I am god and there’s none else." 


Someone might say the verse says/'To us there is but one Lord, Jesus 
Christ", Well it’s paralleling one God and one, Lord* The Bible asks 
the question."Who is God save the Lord?"(IISam 22 1 32) Ps %100t 3 says , 
"Know ve the Lord. He is God*" This is basic information from the OT. 
And therefore we have an interidentification between God and Lord * It 4 s 
o:no person! (notetWatch for Jackson to completely ignore what the 
BiVie says .about it and try in vain to squeeze two persons out of it!) 


Jesus is the ONLY Potentate 
























I Tim. 5,15 15 T .39 

| g W i- t, eM ,, s 

Lord, '£%' 

cal °n e since we do not be?^'° ne ba P c ism”, » e assume*?^ J f ind In 
f e are not uni^Ho l believe that- then!* I? as sume that's anunpH 

“f £ r ° t Knptlf e ja S ^ m ^, *?“ <£*££ 

made abouc .**. oontrary to sis sr^its 

J^SUS « t:h^ 



JESUS is God tr * Xi 

only on| r i ef °5 e We as sume from^L^^. and there is NONE ELSE 
and we coul^ay 3 ?jo^ G n ? m ® ° f Jesu/ on^/yff. is Wd and there is 
aric * there is none el aus 1® in heaven above b **5 ed anto heut,4 f 35 35 
”°re than one^S f .^Mes Him.^ rKt woGld @ hf J” the earth 

others. Remember £here* TrlniCyi So we could doTh 5 ’ lf there weri? 

X am Jesus f, (Acts o* ^ - ere#s only one LarH /*■» u ?°.^ e same same v^ith 

37?, 5) * the !■«*• s££ 

* 15 , 20 , This is refpr wim. "(Deut # 32 s 39 )*» t<=>q,, *• ~ ®©: "Jesus is 

fwrin ted Jaok scn*siS n f t 5 ° Jesus a ® God^te? Thf, ? alone”,Isa,. 

.erring to the human attempt to offset t-hio T ,*£u sta tement an- 

is none else,- ftUman nature of Christ) Jelus sa?d 3 Scripture 

; _ _ Said » 1 am God and there 


i^!eisef d *»* ^ 



00000000000000I 

xria t smarts !!! j 

>4 rv -i r.^r^o 

/r 7 / \w^'/ 


\ ^ sus isd God,, 

VThere is,pae 


Tl ‘' 1 q,yltek '' Wirdin^^J,^ 



The Cod head According to Jackson 












? Je3US ls the EverldS f ^ b ave bee n asked to produce 

l«*szz .as ?fsS°r t T?o-* 

I submit _that aoripture^as — e SOI » e type if 

nent wi } 1 JwaU of the bad qualities taken ° . nd the gov- 

scheme in Bind^AU^o us fl son l8 born, a was Jesus) 

he can do * nnnn His shoulder#** (None do , Expos!tots have 

ernment shall be upon %3 -the mighty God P somebod y 

•••““ ?n sSemten that word so that this ope God ijrnt e t 

Loug- „ lhty hero " f but on the other f ^ „ - n t [ ie same verse, 

like a mignty ^ » d "everlasting tanner r #11 be tre at- 

tor s have sought to water do kind of watering down we l plai n 

of eternity.") ro G ur opponent here tjie 

Wa8 this a misfulfilled prophecy. 4|g2Eg 8 everlasting Father wiuM 

dithf AndUoV right Isaiah ors^f 
tSfihuroh world who say the eternal^on ahowed up 1 ^^^ not to come? 

mi 8 ht have — 

change His mind! Trinitarianism Leads to 

Summary of the Absurdi ... - Trinity on the board 

T will in closing draw this illustration of the thre0 triangle; 

This is one God thejather^son a^Holy^ 1U5S thls! 

yet only one. But one tricm& _____— - 


ss 


As far as I'm concerned there's 
*nly one triangle C * 


Paul— 



, I’m the triangle and there^ 
Vjione else. 

r re ‘ the'S 

(.. only true triangle^ 

/There r s~ho S, 1 A 

( triangle ) \ / 

V N wit:h me, 


7Jho is God the Father? 

. u TTtjf hpr of Jesus i. I 3 .n 

The Holy Ghost is — ' . . is R e a Son? We’re trying 

who is Jesus Christas Father» i hs a verse our oppox^eut 

/stetf JheVeason. And I refer to^Luke U 35 ,^.ver Gabr iel or Athan- 

quo-tod. And who are we to believe Lul^ c |n e d Son Is because th 

aalus? Gabriel saxd s the reaso y ^ p „ wer of the Highest wj _ k 
Holy Ghost will come upon you, and t . P th e first chapter of Lufcc, 
shadow you," If my opponent would o^r ralle lism where one el 

He would see that it's written in Ghost and the I OWtx o.. 

ement. is given another synonymoua p ^^ ? the presence of God - 

the Highest i ; parallelism.. But huke-a y 

. identified, aa the Holy. Spirit oy -*y 















St- Hebil.5 Mm » Th ~ "*xx*»>mpty Log" 

be to Him a Faihe ?”•2SX§ £ begotten yo u, - "t v1j 

■ the babe in BetMehea? the s^nf?- “fl *?JWS &^4 <W,” 

ave bee n from old, from y r ^ ±lc ^ 2 a mbs as God His goings forth 

a f. rou P of passages which S'? 7 h °5 e , ternit ^ Oiicah 5r2)So CteZe'a 
f k about Jesus as God, Vhere f?°fh h? 6 P re * ,e ^istence of Jesus, They 
knS f* V 5 S bora? 4j?d weJyou a where Je ^ was*W 

isi'iii'i 1113 - as old a ® His fff . to/ And do you 

him a™,? ! ?• Stra ^ e indiviST. There 

Him around the country. ntS to - nut Mm in a tailor and take 

r. .• 

»® r.T otr • Concluding Remarks 

hls^tt Fa “ e ^ e Sd S i^£nt 1 ^ 1 ] n b | on^oftl Why *, f£ial further th «Je s „., 

| to say about this. So /condSf £ 


The "Ten Minute (or second ?)£Wy Loe ” 

ftAV.Q ^ 


f;-; j 


Note! 

ttet hi was. so confused by this speech 

£ 01 ?r® in it " This was scareli? ® S ans H erin S any affirms- 

ho the affirmative as quicklv f H a .£V X1 P a 8 e ° he rather switched 
Pile more points than SSfd L ® 5??S?- ble in a futile attempt to 
the speeches of Mr.Jacksonall ? osslbl y answered in 30 minutes.Hence 
and fourth affirmailll; raore P r °Petly called Jackson's thill 

-V" 

. material where Mr* ■ TanVo . 

n^S Ck S^ ed * Actual timing fron°rhe S i-?S tUal i y answerin S anything is 
over five minutes in a ?0 oinuS sS5, 6d ttat thlS was little 


ftffilB 












MR. JACKSON'S FIRST NEGATIVE (OR THIRD AFFIRMATIVE ) 

Ladles and gentlemen, gentlemen moderators, Mr.Ferguson^ 

nS S iet us Reason ****«. 

I want to make one comment, and I certainly do it with kin^^- R 

know that both Mr.Ferguson and his kind moderator » . ■ j-' nceferaot 

compliment to me when they called me "Pastor Jackson .but 1^. 
to be called that for the simple reason that I am not a Pf^ cl( , n8 
tor In the Bible is the same thing as an elder. Theii qi ohyst calqual- 
are given in the Bible in I Tim 3 and Titus l. There 

i.fi cat ions which I do not possess hence, do net; f** cctfn pli*- 

But again I say, I understand that they meant me nothing wc 

raent and 1 reproach them not for that* 

Jackson's Smokescreen and Backwards Charge to Affirmative ^ 

I want to preface my remarks in the very ^ e ?oeech 8 Mr?FerSs unspent 
that for the last five or ten minutes on Sat X do not 

his time barking at an empty log* 1 For the *-P Pelieve He became a 
believe in the eternal Sonship of Jesus Christa ^^® aflt . lng your 
Son when He was born of the virgin Mary* osonhy. That is known 

time addressing yourself to that particular Jntain .that 


as Nicean Trinitarianism* I do not subs _ . very same 

the second person in the Godhead is eternal-. - a * t that time He 

when He became flesh, when He put on humanity, i.* reB aindor 

became the Son of God. And hence you may simply dismiss cue 
of your arguments directed in that particular vein. 

I was amazed actually, ladies and gentiemen, be cause ^he^p^^ that 
been or twenty minutes of his time answering 'answer!2 But the truth 
he had the last thirty minutes ot last night t° hardly knew 

of the matter is, he was so rattled last e/theprivacy of his own 

whether he was coming or going» And hence n, P nighta 2 

home to patch up the job that he did in his final speec^ ^ be ln the 
And that's the reason he kept rehashing. H ^ - hig time y n the 

affirmative tonighti Whereas he spent the J _ j, n in the negative 
negative again. That doesn’t disturb me, because I m in t « and 

tonight and where he leads , there will I follow and pux 
you can count on that Paul. 

Separate Pronouns are always Separate Person 

i f* k ntq n f* in the Iff <»0f cotro - 

how he said there were a number of lists of mr pa3sages X intro- 
this was again supposed to be a refutauio rhree per sons in the God- 
dutsed last night in which were mentioned t-- - -hr - Matt.28s 

Head, Such as the baptismal account in Ma ^''J/“AI rS?, and many 
19, and in II Coril3»14 f the passage he alluded Jo tonxgut^^ Re there „ 

•Vfcher verses which mention the three persons i - ' lists 

Core proceeded to answer the argument by saying that there arc 

i .More'Tike ten seconds,see p,41. f rhQ t:ape s was spent re- 

d.Sight r-v nine minutes by actual timing , niaht before. Hone 

material Hr .Jackson had .Go back and__ road 


viewing material nrudcusou “«-' J 1Z ' ^ s unnlies. Go back find 
°f It was any new line of a^ment a- Mr.J. - P v' bout8 "charge" 

PP**82«85 and compare it with the n g u. • “Affirmative r.o avoif 
runs rht, ot her way neatly slipping into the. af t v.rava 

•lng-to my uwn af.n r.nvaflvo material.. 


and 
A hav- 
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do nS? neces h sarl , l? t re? ( .^ h ? ee d' C ?? ra0teri3tios or chree qualities which 

E£?cS.SStiScT’" CaUed; lSe ^ ““ of^individualstoBKi 

sanekassacp'bthst ' W *> n we have three individuals mentioned in the 

^ referred to as "I” and"thee" and "He”, personal 
p Z,^ n ?u S ' do they refer to persons or do they refer to ntial* *-i n nr- 

see r tofo?Ano" d ££?'* Khat *** **?* aU about. Se^ayS'w^n you 
5 tv ^ And t na - nt •’ J ,,;F ou can p ped i whether it's a person or a qual- 
about English ivAnm? t ?f t 7 °^ S °°? people in this audience know more 
flee as a^nj! P nS ‘'; f l :han ^nd that kind of stuff will not auf- 

° * * ° es this discussion is conc®rncd# 

Attempt to Regain Lost Article Rule by Making Uo a Fake, 

Homemade" Greek Rule 

ShSpeN^e^s i Mt nl § h S o«Matt.28.19, based on GranvilW 

mt Sbf - a f. I f und , ln Dana and Mantey-s Manual Grammar of the Or. 

Mly SDirt? Vn Matt o’e iS , the " the “ founTtefore Fatter,' Son”iSd 

a°d said »Noi neoehs a N 1S i n “t° a J eS l±ree pers ° ns ‘ Wel1 he oaoe baric 
that" And Si% necessarily,' /lay , he said,”I ? ve found a parallel to 

it obviously made a ar,?m parallel, and I'm going to answer’this because 

really wo?k it “"PF®?® 10 ? the minds of some,? And he tried to 

has “e i ntHdiifSP^ ton }Sht. So.I m going to show you exactly what he 

from the lst°rhert= eXa r P v eS ’i ba ? 1Cally s11 the san,e> One °f them ocne 
nha and i-hf t chapperof Revelation where the Bible says,”I am the al~ 
pha and the omega". Now he said,"Look here”. That's right. They refer 

38 far aS that Particular verse is concerned 

clearlv fnd^SS - Vi ^ ata your rule? ITot at all » 4 ^y? Because it: is 
the onLi hir? S d a X ? ?u oontext °f this verse that both the alpha and 
to Matt 28 ^ dl ^ ] r U ^ a £ P ronoun ,# I rc * I J ow let*s go over there 

Spirit!” ' 8 ‘ T Record says » Father, and the Son and the Holy 

whore some need f z ° do ls Co up with an ”1” there 

Anfi hp'n hhf d? h ar ? the Fa ther, the Son and the Holy Spirit.” 
obvioushf 1 3 parallei then . But he doesn't have one now. These 

is no ”1” in Mat-2P° a Sv! n ? q ^ alipies modifying the pronoun ”1”.There 
hence att '.o 8 f tne father, the Son and the Holy Spirits 

Persons anJPih^ le 1 ® ob , taL:as aere -' The y are Father,Son and Holy Spirit, 
reply ? 0 that! f ° re TQ& Separate individuals. Now come back and 

Jackson Gets Tangled Up in the Vine and Branches Again 

rh M^, in replying to my argument, particularly with reference to 

Stwe™ ?hfS„“o j he VlnS ,’ Wberein 1 ah “' ed therJ was a SSctt™ 
as such) he cans to * 0 !V“ ( heard the allegory would understand . It 
in ttm m’t 6 came oac_. and introduced a number of figures of sneenh 
jE4^. JeSUS represented as one thing here and In^her th?^ 

nature U of cSist^n 1 continually made reference to the dual 

I elted P rov 81 16 wher ^ S^°^ n ° UnS ^?®. pp ' 8 ^ ’^3»etc,etc.) , 

4 .Jackson hadn't toucheTTt~'f he n'i an a ttoribute.Cp»31) , 

^Ael r home! J Read pp.S G & 3 r i ° h !i bej -°t e ; Ulus indicating who needed 
if any of of IV ^ cd.ted and a,. 









there and he said,"Now can’t you see he can be the husbandman and the 
vine too?" Not at the - same time He can't* 

Heb,8a4 used to Refute 8s 3 and 9 a 14 

And he introduced a number of examples and all of you will remember 
it* He said,"Why Jesus is the priest and the lamb at the same time, 

77 hy he said when he was offering Himself up on the cross, He was act¬ 
ing as a priest. Now,Mr,Ferguson, was that a blunder or was that just 
a slip or did you not know any better? Ladies and gentlemen get your 
Bibles and.look with me in Hebrews 884, 

And don't forget this, Heb,8 j 4 says.,"How if He were on earth ,He 
would not be a priest at all," 3 Jesus was not a priest on earths And 
Heb <• 8a4 said it! And in the seventh chapter of Hebrews the writer out¬ 
lined the reasons why He couldn't be a priest on earth. He came from 
the tribe of Judah, as to which tribe Moses spake nothing concerning 
the priesthood* But he said that Jesus was on the cross acting as a 
priest offering up Himself, and in so doing he contradicted Hebrews 

8s4* Now boys, you remember Heb 8s4 and ask him about it in class to¬ 

morrow* ( laughter) 

Argument on II Peter 1 Is 1 not Understood 

He made another argument, and I didn't get the scripture. Perhaps 

he'll bring it up again, but the gist of it was that God is a savior;* 
(note 5) And I do not deny that, I do not deny that God is a savior*I 
ido not deny that Christ is a savior * Does that prove that God the Path- 
Jer and Christ are one and the same person? Absolutely not! I am a man, 
yt-ir* Fergus on is a man* Therefore we are the same person. Now that's his 
.logic and it's just as full of holes as a strainer* Nov you've got to 
/come up with something better than that, Mr.Ferguson, 

W- 

Shadow Boxing over John 10i30,a Verse Never Used!!’! 

And then he cited A,T.Robertson's Word Pictures in which Robertson 
aafid when the word "one" when neuter refers to essence and not to per¬ 
son! And when in the masculine gender, has reference to person and not 
to essence, ' And then he quoted Gal,3}20 (which by the way is my verse, 
I introduced it last night* He accused me of quoting only half of it, 
but I believe you’ll find I quoted all of it, because I used it to 
emphasize the oneness of God, Now he said that"one" is masculine,77ell 
there are times when the word "one" is used with reference to God,when 
only one person in the Godhead is under consideration, 0 

But I want you to know when he quoted Robertson on this, he committ¬ 
ed theological suicide* Take your Bibles and turn with me to John 10* 
JO* 

This is one of his sugar sticks, but I want you to see that it's go¬ 
ing to become as bitter as wormwood in his mouth* John 10 a 3 0 says,"! 

5# Another "tXd bit" he worked out at home from my remarks the night 
before (see p*10). Note that on p,34 I cited Heb,8a3 and. 9a 14 which 
say Jesus was ordained as a priest to offer gifts(i,e*Himself)J#has 
answere his own point,8 s 3 says,'"if he were"not "when he was", 

■ »Not so,see p,33, 

/•soee pp»' and 18 where only half of verse is cited to support med*arg» 
o.Se^e p,2 where Jackson introduced Gal,3s20 and James 2a 19 as not, re- 
.apoc.ifXe_per_sons but to Deity as a whole!!! All this talk 
a H>ut John. 10? 30 is to mask his defeat on these Scriptures which wiped 
aim out,(see p«3Q and re-read Gal.*3a20 and Jas 2a 19 and try to fit J» * 
interpratati cm in that they only refer to one person in the Godhead, 
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son vrhe:re ^ 0 Jesus and 

gender ^itprefers ^eneeZ^T W§rd “ne^lf^ £*£?“* 
Xta5k “5 1 M rd one ln Jota 10*30 



the°neuter i^referi^o^sseno^Sd^V 3 ?^ 801 ’ >aid Khen one is m 
a second while I fix this thin> ( d not to person, f ,Kold my time iu«t 
where in the audiencef"i t 'f a^uree ?™^ 0 ” 6 here ” (voice from' some- 

» cited Robercason 

L e ^n &F¥& 

;“JO-30 "I and the Father a^one^tn^ t T up hei *e and use 
nil S cause you*ye alreadv adnitfed th»J° ?»° Ve that there is one r>er~ 

rlf! a ^ Clt ^ Koberteon to Prove SLt * 5 L^t*s neuter gender. You've 
l^rs to essence and net m t^o***. • Jr* ^ s neuter gender it re- 

blrpth n it; (note! Wt arfiunent?fr?^m?r/ S h J s kil * s y° Ur ***• 
barethren, who»ve been usi?-thfi ti l ' 1???} ^ nd 1 wonder what yoSr 

the Godhead, are going to thi iik® an ^ument for one person in' 
ground that the *Ve been defenrH'no • i you ve sux-rendex'ed the 

John lOi30 down ^ars. There gS 

Tlhen he saiT-I*m ^ T^ ^ Wl8Sl6 ° Ut ° f Hls ^lytneU. 

Juice up ^n your syilogics because** ^ell» you need to prac- 
| your major and minor nrerii c/ao tt 0 your conclusion was not related to 
jand Holy Spirit are GoL" Jac’Vnn f?f S £? ck ? on saysi"The Father,Son 
i three persons or individuals The4 yS * Fadher ' Son and Holy Ghost are 
/Conclusion does not follow fVen ® r - LOre »y° u ve SPt three gods, Nowth"t 
j elusion should berendered, ^Father‘° S ^nn rem ^ S -^ S i ^ ere * s kow the eon- 
father, Son and Holy S are and iioly Spirit a re God,yet, 
T^ons are God, y ° pirit are three, persons. Therefore, three per^ 

_T““ Jet , A Heat A Su„n Slipping of Fe^aon-s 


-— U. J 

, In Deut;32«3Q , h . passages wmch indicated that," 

(look two verses back^ro^ersfsr 3 ^you*!! n ° G ?h With Kie *" If H 00 * 11 
-was contrasting Himself with -rfr* y J 11 see that the God of heaven 
to tfoe Godhead ao such, 12 SG 8 ° S and lt had :no refe rence what - 

^fer r ti hu2£ and a du a in2 SSef'oFctiiSiilh® like this 

V^, ? : ^ l3r a(Jfflirable the ease with^M ^’ T hy &11 th *-s" refutation?" 
ocupied fortress. It is prob hi«? hM? hl ' cn JaciCson takes this un- 

® °jjy repiy ts to sayV’Jt does no? ^™ ce ° f the debate HI 
! riv kat ke J us t got through savi no rho 6 no evi-dence offered* 
U.Jhat Confusion! / See pp*2 and°! SS Ve ^ SG ? refer to the God- 

d ““ VB^ S x.fex.ho.«^ s ^ a ^H^^ n G s?T? tedly swes 
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f In Isa.37s 15 he cited a passage where the Bible said Johavati. is 
■Jell I don’t deny that.' But I maintained last night that thewxxt 
"alone" had reference to the essence of God* I read John or 
Jesus said,speaking of the personalities within the Godh&sdt W' f. 
sent rae is with me* He hath not left me alone/’ Now you want io 
"alone" j I’ll say alone; But let’s define which alone we re 
about*-w ^ 

! He also quoted Isa,45*20 which indicated that there is no othd.r uo 
! than Jehovah, with which I heartily agree, but it you loot rxg^ * • 

j in the very same verse, you’ll find that Isaiah was contrasting 
! true God with false gods. He talked about those who made thentat'- - 
'graven images and carried around their little wooden gods atiu * i 
again there’s no reference to the Godhead as such in the pass&& * 

He cited I Cor*8i" where the Bible says there’s one God, the 
: Now let’s read it a little further* One God the Father apd 1 

Jesus Christ! How many is that? (Jackson pounds the piup.it a 
, mike comes flying off) (laughter) 

Then he came to Ephesians 4«5 where it says there's iust one Lord 
; .and again quoted part of the verse. The same context also . h 

is one Spirit and one God. And if he didn't involve hiraseIt % - . * 

; difficulty by citing that passage, he went so far as to sav v . 

word "one" was numerical, Jell let's just look at it. One^Lo.d-OneGod* 
One Spirit, He says the Word "one” is numerical. I thi-nk ; ^ . 

first grade that one, plus one, plus one, is three* hot ^ °> 

Three persons in the one God.lb 

Jesus Christ’s Little Known Son*Eternity 

> Then he quoted Isa.QiC where it says that God became r 

a prohecy about Jesus Christ* Jell, I don’t deny that* t d ' •[ 

at all. God did become flesh. The second person in the todneaa, in 
person in the Godhead according to John 1»1 who was wi£n uo * ■ ' 

i became fleshi Now what you have to do is to prove that that „ 13 1 

: individual referred to in the NT as the Father. Ana he said,wona .- 
what Jackson is going to do in his nefarious way about that, ' 
or no, I admit the fact that the second person in the Godhea - u 
flesh. 

And then he said Isa 8 9»6 referred to Jesus as the everlasting Father* 
And he said,"I wonder how Jackson is going to water that down* „i . 
i I ! m not going to water it down, but the Hebrew phrase means ' 

: Of eternity" and the American Standard Version in the foot no " " 

! it that way* It does not mean he was the Father of nimseli or - ■ t. 

'*fas Ithe son of Himself, but that He was the Father of eternity,1 atnei 
in a sense, "Yes", but not his own Father* And I dxdn t^water . » 

but there are 101 scholars who translated the American standard .. 
i whose scholarship Mr*Ferguson v/ould well envy* They transla ec i ‘ • 

j way i n the footnote* How I’ve already mentioned the fact 1 do nor 
1 here to the eternal sonship of Jesus* 

J3.See'pi 13 for my answer to this which was never broken down or dealt 

s fith at all! . . . . 

14,5 ee ppi38 and end of my next speech for the refutation ox tnisoy 
fhe simple fact that, the Lord jjg, God and the Lord is that opirit* 
(l.I, Gor i 31 1 7 j Ps * 100 13 , etc « )ThLs was. never challenged. by J .actually 
iti declining to take "one" as a compound one as most trlnltariana 

ves \xp oorvy "f iVia'Ai.tUc> Y.\&A v-.o pB.ss8.gB fl 




swg^Ka, pa™*** 

Now 1 ('John 14» 23 1 John 17* 11) 

assume tfaa^you^all^have^a ha»^ C ar SU">ents, ladles and gentlemen T 
which°wili* h 1 " actent i°n to some verslf 8 ba?ed E ”® llSh ' Henoe - I ’“ «o- 

- r J 

one°“ J ^efT ®*F" * £eep them m thy name 

renlv4??? I Psed this verse asanaff,!???’ even as 2S(plural)are 

7 ! ^ 17,21 Jesus said,"NefaSh®" 861 v here ls the 

UL xor all them also c'hpr swm <*„> * - uner ^or these only do T nr/iv 
®ay be one, as thou. Father tif v ? on m 3' through their word, Tha-the’v , 
be one In us (plsral) Alfh ar L 111 «*,, and X in thee ttat theV w- 

Our","we","us", piural proro-W'Ai, P v° S S seS1 John 14 , 23 , 17 , if, 17*21 

tn thp i. , sav " r “-- 

NOW letTwt ?srisf. rj ieshiy 

our abodej* Does that refer^o^o-h th“ U n ? ald ,"STe will come and make 
Jesus Christ in the flesh znin» +F 1 ® yins and human natures? Vas 

fleshlv°na? 3e n0tl The P a = s aso^a3 nothinf 1 5hat 0de ln (sic!) »«1 
xiesniy nature of Christ rv** ± : k • s P oa:uxl S whatsoever to do with 

being separate and'SI^Sf £*.“£ JS| t £ r ln volved Him as a'person, 
Now P ie e t P °s S w n V aS a P ^ f : " Fr ° m " ^ J0h " *P«- 16,27 

&.om e ?hi ParS * t9n the ““ftS^ircme^hon 0 ? in 4l 

eraWv mf? ^fS is the Greek word *nmo« ? that„ The terra '’with",. 

| i n ? his fas hion, "In^ h-' bei d T^f^ VerSe J ay be translated litor^ 
of versef 3 ?, !?*? God ’“ *nd"4» lord wa- Sod “ nd the 9ord *U 

^ froh the'brok S Job^tSeZ^of 

he said,“Th*re not two With Hla wisd^aSd 

I Went- h«nr. «... uere ' 


u ^ * ia rn not one single i-nTtAA-U.i ., s 3 ^reek translation 

W®-°?* ot to ch - 3k 1 John 1.2)Tte*??? i h f word "pros" found, 
was win this a unioue terra, TheW^V ln the Septuagint 

was with God; Now let 's make r ^ - Jorci was "pros God"; TheSd 

tog isms a little riniku ®yr**Qgi3a, He*s be»inm‘n» ^ inw , 

4?o. 3 thereforeJ'ooS^rtth'SStt^nJ 1 ? G ? d = '^X'lord wafoo^- 
Ihosecond person, who wls kno™^°lo5‘and^S 1^?“* was ™ oSd* 
,d -See p» 128 where I cited Ps-l m , ^,„ n ? he Blble sa y 3 ln verse 14 

heais ' is not I sepSte°n' S power < w °r<Ocomes 

^ Ghost was the power of God S^ed' 
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that this second person who was known as God, became flesh and dwelt 
among us, _ ,„ r «n 

Conjunctions” " alS °" J ' *-, h 

Now lot's look atsome SonjunctiorJhJdohn 9 .The Bible says.'rfho- 
soever goeth onward and abideth not in the teaching a- pother’and the 
iot God? he that abideth in the teaching hath bo£h the Father and the 

Son#" Do you know what"both"means » lir.lergusoni 

In John 5.30 Jesus said,”I seek not mine own^iU.byE U 
ing conjunction) the will of Him yp’i OT ew me, you wouldknow 

£ l .k Sr^o^tSL^-SL^^S" “aCoi. conjuAchons and an 
adverb showing distinctions between the personalities, in the -eng 
language as well as in Greek you have three f ?!???• ™s c n sSaksf?l4 
the second person, Mid the third P®£So . Th f ^ s £ oken ab out. Now 
second person is spoken to and the third p. . the Godhead# 

let me show you how this rule applies to the persor.. 

Argument from Personal Pronouns (Heb#1»5jJohn 16*13) 

In Hebrews 1.5 the Record says, "This day have I gotten (the iirst 
person) thee (the second person-spoken to) You h g 0 Jg inV oi ve d 

SKS^ SSSa^ffSS ESSTaS^-SKa He (third P^on) the Spirit 
of truth is come*" So God is referred to m Heb*1.5 as thefirst P-r 

« S? SSW. it r f S y iL??a^e 

raean°nothing “YsfladhflnS gotten? " eems to me we ought to be 
able to see that# p«30, ^ 

Distinct Separate Actions (answered on p®3„ , - ,et~o , 

T p „ hnw vou sorae other points with reference to this matter^tet 

shss 

mean one manifestation abiding in another. Th^^-^ o office 

"AH things have been delivej^d to me of n^Sf* q avs in John 17# 5, 
delivering something to another office? The Bxbie say n g ne 
"Father, glorify thou (second person) me (first person)* ° 

office glorifying another office? I.showed you the inevitable con# 
quence of that last night* Jesus said if He glorified Jim.elt ms 
glory is nothing. That’s what Mr. Ferguson teaches. (pp.23,29; 

The Equality of Christ with God and His Exaltation (Phil 2i 6~ ) 

In Phil th^ Bible says God exalted Christa And certainly that 

was not one off?ce exalting anothi^tffice , but rather parsons were 
involved» Let's see how comparative terms shew distinction^ In^J^ 
chapter 5 verse 18 the Bible says, Jesus cailed # - * e essen ce 

ing Himself equal with God," Of course that refoxa t.o Divine - wsenc 

He was equal with Gods Jas He equal with Himself, fa, . 8-°S - 

be absurd! 

then in Phil.2. fi as well as John 14,28, w e have a reference to Chrisu 
in His humiliated state, in his fleshly state# In Phxl 0 2 ^ a thine: to 
declares Christ "counted not being on an eg^ ato with God a thing t° 

be grasped." Does that mean 1-Ie counted not being on an equality with 
Himself a thing to be held on to, but rather emptied Hiniomi from him 
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self? ■ ■ * - . . ■' ' • . • ... "• 

Plural Nouns and Verbs Prove the Trinity* John 10*30;14*28;Gen.1*26 

. " » • • < 

*■ . .. 

r,i^ F n J °bn 14.* 28, Jesus shak ing of- His human stat e. said, "The 

And there ‘ must be a distinction drawn there, 
the 10,3G , ( 1 ft's notice the plural verb, Jesus said,"I and 

ho?o F f? hS >i are °, ne ^ , 1 ® houldn t take my time to refer to this because 
f.® s . al f“ eady co .2 ked h imself on this by quoting Robertson, but I 'mgo- 
i^ S Qtn aayway ° The passage does not say,"! and my Father am one/That 
is, singular, I and my Father are (plural verb) one," Neuter gender, 

at the "nn?" C ?h t r £ FG £ SUSon has been so busy a11 these years looking 
a^ook at it th3t h ® forsot to look at the. plural verb behind itJTake 

nT No ^. 1 wan t to call your •attention to a couple 
;t # '^ftst of all in the book of Genesis, in the 
the Bible, there's an intimation of the Trinity, 
beginning God created the heavens and the earth, 
that passage is the Hebrew word "elohim", and it 
I believe my opponent will net deny.' Furthermore 
en*i*2o, Let us make man in our image and after 
Bible further says in Gen,3*22/Man is become as 
is another passage, 

" Mis,Passages from the OT 

Now let me call to your attention a few passages in the OT, a few 
^J®^ e f T u Wb f Ch s how distinctions in the Godhead by referring to one 
o°n who is called Jehovah and then another person who is called 
ktS V ^ - T r exaaple look at Isa 44i6. Read It."Thus saith Jehovan 

the S l no+- I fJ5 e i ??? nls Redeemer Jehovah of hosts, I am the first and 
a tv irn!tn be J ldes rae there is no God," Any person with an element- 
a J y Pledge °f grammar knows that, there are two persons in that 
passage called Jehovah, 

rh Ae fin we have such passages as Psalms 16*8,"I (who is that?)beheld 
9 ic or alway s before my facet" ’I", the apostle Peter says in Acts 
” to Christ:* the^one beheld was God f the Father*(Acts 2s 25s 


of other points in the 
very first verse in 
The Bible says,"In the 
n The word "God" in 
"s plural, a fact that 
the record says in 
our likeness," The 
one of us," Isa,6*8 


) 


II miN i ■! liiFTTi ■ 

^2S£§rning Him/I * beheld the Lord aiways before'rw~face/' 
Ana the word always means"throughout all time". Therefore you have 
two persons involved there throughout all time, 

’'ci 6 S n Zec ^ 8 , 11 L 13 is a ’i^hphetic passage with reference to Christ, 
ver- Ana V T e h® tie u fo F , ray hire,(that 2 s Christ's) thirty pieces of sil- 
lin.'-i nr t eho Y ah said unto me > Cast it to the potter," Again in Psalms 
" JeLw«hi^3 h Sa i^ to my Lord/Sit thou at my right hand/' Isa, 53,6 

friends h i n P d 0 ^ 0 “ i£ hr , 1S the inic l u ity of us all/' Notice my 
ruler? Ps *2*2,3 The kings of the earth set themselves, and the 
St savi together against Jehovah and against His anoint- 

TW K U youf ak 







MR,FERGUSON’S SECOND AFFIRMATIVE 

Mr,Jackson, you're a man after my own heart! I've very delightfully 
enjoyed this encounter. We're going to have a big time tonight taking 
each other’s sugar sticks away! (laughter) And spoiling our great plans, 

I commend you, sir , for not accepting the doctrine of eternal sonships 
I did realize that some people who were associated with the Church of 
Christ believed this, I had a nice passage from Alexander Campbell 
ready to spring on you, but you took that away from me, I rejoice that 
you took that- away from me because here’s another thing that we share 
in comm otic. I*ye enjoyed reading from Alexander Campbell's works, I’ve 
found him to be a worthy scholar. 

Now I'm going to go back through the points that Pastor Jackson has 
said and meet them and if I have time I'll bring some of my own in, 
Perhaps I’ll have to cut some short. I’ll take only what I feel to be 

the strong ones because I must add in some extra material on the end. 

So I may cut it short when I hear the five minute call. 

Plurality in P$&Xms is Prophetic Reference to Dual Nature of Ch* 

Now the first verse I will take is Ps»2j2,3 s In fact he read three, 
or four verses from the book of Psalms, One thing that we should note 
about Psalms is that they are prophetical. One of the basic things 
that Jesus taught, in Luke. 248.44 that the things that were spoken of 
Christ in the Psalms must be fulfilled. So these are prophetical verses 
referring to a NT day. Mow this second Psalm, particularly is a point 
in question. This verse that he read (vs 1-3) is quoted in Acts 4325, 

26, and those heathen that are raging saying,"Let us break their bonds 
asunder" are interpreted by the early church to be the people who c ru¬ 
cified Jesus .So I gather that this is a prophetical Psalm and that God 
let David listen in to a conversation which would occur in the NT per- \ 
iod. This is not my personal belief, this is the belief of the NT, In 
Acts 4 they quote,"Why did the heathen rage, and the people imagine a 
vain thing ." "They (the heathen in Ps.2) stood up against thy hoi?’ 
child Jesus," (He does not believe in the eternal Sonship!) Now as far 
as "their" bonds are concerned, the plural words here, I will group 
all the plurals togeth when I get to Gen,1826 and deal with them as 
a group to save time. 

Conversations in Ps,2s 7,11© «1(Heb,1s5)Zech 1 Is 13,etc - ., 

But conversations like Ps.llOsl and 1% 7,"Thou art my son, this day 
have I begotten thee," He mentioned that under Heb.1»5, So I’ll take 
care of this now, 3oth of these Psalms are referring to the NT period, 

Ps«110 was, jwq .pres.uine, ...spoken at a time at which the Son was,.not 

seated on the right hand of the Father, and this was while He was 
down here on the earth, It says,"The Lord (jTehovah) said to my Lord, 

*Sit thou on my right hand until I make thy enemies thy footstool’". 

Now let me say thissThe Father would not be sitting together with 
the Son for millions of years and suddenly turn to him and say,"Son, 
sit down here at my right hand". This was spoken at the New Testament 
era and we could quote verses to substantiate this, Heb.10i12 said 
that when He had offered up a sacrifice, JHesat down at the right: 
hand of the Father. 

Jesus as God is either the Father or the Father is a Braggard 

(Ps.llOjIff,) 

Now some people will doubtless want to know about the word "right 
hand" » Arid I note that there are a couple of problems here for the 
doctrine of t.Tae Trinity because the Father tolls the Son,"Sit down 
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“*as .5 JSfKSaffiSSS 

horse; (Rev??9» ff e ??^ a T n witdl tile sw ord of Him that- 
Mf wrought I^Uf^t^lSrXS"” ting and^he 

^ 1 1 down, nt nv ■**»■$ 7 ■ - ° bocctuso tino Fd.t*H c^'t* hori j 

ed where the Father was^'r^^k 1 F ake care of everythin^" q® ars 
looked at His v/at-oh f a ^angliter) The Father didn^i- of 8 He w °nder~ 
the tanks SiL f ch .* And the tanks were cW ? s f low U P» So He 

hurry ud!!"' p- Q c os ~ n § i- n on the other side^ H? side and 

salvation," "I i'^Vi r3 ^ °F wa iti’ng and said "mIpq * Father, come on 

it all by’myself^tH^ wlne P^ a aSn wrought 

19.11-22) How nr • i n the SWord that' ^neth oS? ™' 5J and J did 
and Jesus lnte ^ et that? ! 

Friends ,1 want tn hon 

Sould bS r Ible f to hS e e h? p ®°P 1 ®°^ 8 the C antiobrllt'l C ' an Could onl y B hip 
his hands tLYSeK^S as^^^Ho^o? 

una^ne nature, Other^^ “ betveel thfL^ 

rZZZT^TTrr-. -- J 12“ te oomi ° 3itua «°"~ 


^Q>g !><* 
£~^ 


/ ---* -ooraic situation,, 

._ e ._ s a 1 d he f d be hereT' i s 5 —--—— 

^ T ^r the Fa €he ? 



. • • 


■ v • \ 'f' \ \ 

JUSt Ihe f0 cll rn ^ 8ed0n aC00rd ^ N/p ° ^ 

Then J 0hn 1,1 8 s I“s ^ “*->Uy Lead To 

ffghefind o? « ln a e -ta« 0f e thT^tor the F ?r h0r - lc ’S-9 pretty 

Iff Wb« O ^ 0 t dr^i? e U 9l >- 8 * 

hanS-(ul;t^ d F ^ r J“ «^*hS?s **Wta£t 

haKSSingif 

f tng to take care of all rh down at ^ right hand here Son. 8 ?? 18 

■ f , U P «> that horse Sve? the?e®V? emies ' Just »lt hare. ^Don??'vn„ JLT 
I Must sk your , right hand is go ?^ slt right here. And tte 

care And t he Lo | d at S r “ t ! H 2 f h ?^’? thln e' But you 

hand? (Josephf^JbT 3 ? 11 ’, 700 s ®° that fed ovlr the?e a? 801118 to take 

r the Father said,°fL Wd f?® “W*** over there MM) But°Ps 

k ^w** wi&SSS&ftf* 
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Rev*19?11 
Matt .26? 64 


- . „ <; n ilt-irv Being, Alone Is Seated on the Right 

JeS HaAd of Powerr How many persons do you see? (see PP* 37 » 51 ) 

Only One Person Sits on God's Throne Proving He is One Person 
Uniy (also answer to Isa 44?6) 

Now here's another thing that 1 will show, although 
in. Another thing that leads me to be leva e iftfSn~says that Jesus 
tlve is that various verses W f f-ffgf ihat there was the 
tS sitting on the throne of God.• the Lamb. "And" 

S 0 Slsfbe 0 trliTa^d "evL"flL Is somethin our friend Mr.Jachson 
must take into consideration on -U&a....~tf~ ° 

■ . , D „_ 79t2 3 ) didn't say/’They shall .see. jUheaj^tat^^ 

Mow this verse (g,§v*2«fh e v shall worship them 

but o*“U be wr^nA^thoir races.' 

Rev.has Jesus on the throne,Heb, 

3*1 says He*s sitting on the right 
hand of the throne of God.Now that 
is a pretty good trick if you can 
do it! Unless, of course right hand 
is a figurative term contrast the 
two natures of Christ, 1 quote Irom 
Moule *s 

says expressions such as hand are 

pure Heb.rai.snis and should not he 
translated into English except by 
some phrase denoting power, etc. 

Otherwise how are you going to have 
Jesus sitting on the throne 01 uoc 
and on the right hand of the throne. 


A,.,. 

•tea 

__ 


% 

n 



c“- 



Tesus Christ on uk . 

God (Rev, 22? 2,3)How many persons 
do you see? Do you need glasses. 


II L.IU3 JL - . n rjm «.r, 

Conversations and Personal Pronouns gro Rofere nc 
“Nature of Christ or He would be a Sub-human ko 


te con* 

fee 
t pS$- 



mat ore ox cnri&u ^ r .. fl be „ 

All the conversations P® r “^° a ^ S hSmtn oSJso?ousne?s. " Otherwise 

cause Jesus as man has got a separ - with no brain. 

He would be a zombie or a robot or something witn . 

trolled by the Father, “1*11 move 
Him uj> to Galilee here,»♦(" Fergus on 
Imitates Jackson's phony Father run 

ning the controls)(laughter)(Fer¬ 
guson pretends to move levers back 
and forth)He had a separate,human 
Consciousness and therefore a cen¬ 
ter of awareness which could be 

referred to as “I", but the refer¬ 
ence Is to Jesus as Cod and Jesus - 

as man.Bajaaa,a man ip all PQlna as man aC oordln(pto<3actaon's 

. IJ*« as ire axe.(Heb.4> 1 /Knotei ^ vlew of the human nature. 

x Watioh for urn answer to this!!!!!) inadequate 


I come to do your 
.will.Father 8 «•» 






















e tends - 

is^o?SS~ in 

ious Beast la^ern 0 ?^^ dls «^sine tgfff °» this before thf^ ls 
taro to s^’ffS ^ "££.£•■ tSe^f 

ture or not Th Words on Gen* 1 f ?? ®u Massed those men if^S lot of 
i aot » There was not «?•■■!■ whether it's n - - . lf they would 

And 1*11 show v., u SOUl that would stand ^^tariana Scrip, 

word,And I*if sh ^ y ' ? keb rews use Plurals t P C ° defend this, 
to doubt friend t S ™ you some Diur.io v? 1 to strengthen tho ** 
trinity; Now thf & ? d S ° od PeoplefvoS d*^ may be ^Wising t " ° f 
endh y reasoning aVlt>f°“4 

ber P tb ra rt and is used of Lf $ braha0,in Gen e 24 P 9 f? ® take ou r good 
th r Hebr ©w uses ?h/n? lffl '. Now this is a plural ,L the - Word ’ : U£scer" 
the idea of the w«tf Th?**"*} for ™ber but S f na J esty - W 
The word "master’ 8 vn°t-P^ word "master" i n the 2?° f ? r strengthening 
example 0 f +.U* T 3 ’ n '- ile Plural means "Mo. C e h? ln ® ubar raeans "bcss^ 

1 aaster^is^referred^o ao^^h* <*?* ’ s a *- d ’ 

ph L s plural ("loni" if^? L o Was , ais ° in 40i 1, Saul ln Gen «39t20. 

IS always plural^EsaS J, Sara , IS ' 15).The word fo^WerS^ £ S «• 

Laban,Zedfekiah ,~ s re Lerred to w**-h t-M s rr pr j Se ? ce ln Hebrew 

"Cmrn^^rr^F? Y °U 9 11 have to Mi "d? ^ord. Isaac,Abisai 1 . 


Vni CU h t0med tG> re£e X to 

officers'll^ Whr officer as'*' pl'u^U^oi’eiSrsfS^™ 
ed them l n ?he plura°- I? TS', bUt back ln the old days they adSeJ 
by yourself on the street he**?? reW «. add ^ esses you today and you 5 re al 
;you« in Hebrew .*£*££ aro^^ SgMg*«■.%Safe 
an l Y °u see he*s using a polite olur n ' 1 doa ' c see anybody 

time of Moses, were adrvLoS pharaoh of the Amarna age, this is thS 

sometimes been addressed in the^ Wa? 1U f 3 J* Arabic chief tens have 

Ugaritic which is a form nf P lura l* I found a number of them in 
Of nouns, pr M „, MK ,-vsrts fs > Ced ?° Biblical Hebrew, Pii"al. 

suns®. ar to ° ne individual are in this lit 


/Hr 

. - Jesus .is Two Persons acc#to Jackson’s Theory about Plurals 

Mow I will, state some' examples in the NT* According to Moule’s Id iom 
Book There have been papyrus found in the NT period that used "we"and 
"us" in letters whdn the reference was to one single individual<Evi«* 
denly it‘was fan idiom at that time. Now we look into the Bible and we 
find some plurals' in the Bible, For instance the one golden calf was 
referred ,to an elohim, Jet there was one golden calf, Jpsus in Isa,40 
is the sheperd that’s coming and it says concerning Him, "Our God (el- 
pHim) shall come" So Jesus, according to Jackson’s reasoning is ‘tw.0' 
pef sonsTTTTT - ! S~aid all along this guy’s a Nestorian! ! !(laughter)(note,i 
watcH^for fhe answer to this!) ABSUaa ?;fi■§,£, MX.S.Q. 
^t raMliteningL.ithis o ut. But the plural word for God is used with Jesus 
and therefore according to Jackson’s reasoning Jesus is two persons! 


The Holy Ghost is Also Two Persons Ace.to J,’s Argument 

Now . gev,1 x 4,5t 6 speaks of the seven Spirits of God sent forth into 
all the earth, These are the eyes of Jehovah according to Zechariah* 

The vgrb. "sent” is plur al. Seven lamps in chapter one and seven eyes 

in chapter five and seven spirits of God* 7+7=14, We’ve got 14 spirits 
of God or is there one or how many is there???? 


^ X;.Theg>3i 1 often used words like "we" and "us" in reference to 

himself, I Thes,3i1 is an example- of it. It says,"We thought it good 
to be left jjlgne at Ephesus," "We" and even the word "alone" is in the 
plural here. And Paul, of course according to Jackson’s reasoning is 
a trinity! And I’m saying to myself here, dear friends,because I’m 
self conscious and,;I project an image of‘myself and I do have self 
communion as I think about thesfe - points, and I’m saving , "Ferguson 
. we" re gonna have to get going ,or we’ re ; not going to be abTe to- cov- 
er airrrhese poT ntrs," 

I’ll quote from Delitzsch one of .the foremost scholars on Gen, 1?,26, 

He says,"Mo other explanation is left therefore, than to regard this 
as a plural, of majesty to strengthen the idea behind the word,"I for-' 
got about the golden calf* There was a plural Verb used with the/gol¬ 
den calf,(Ex«.32}4) "These be thy gods ,0 Israel, which brought (pi'?) ! \ 
thee out of the land of Egypt," They were trying to exalt one golden \r 
calf* Daniel used the word "we" along with Himself, He said,".Ws...jLill u 'c‘- l 
de clar e it ’s interpretation before the king," Dan, 2 \ 35 , And he was Ot-Zc h 
alonei No one "else was iie-lp+ng hinti Evidently, according to Jackson 
Daniel was a Trinity, He tol d God- in the second chapterYou’ve made. 
^g^wjL-thejg Lslon’ to us« M He received a private vision ’during ..tfce.iJBigfrt * 
So D an iel was obviously a trinity!!! ; 

Plural Verbs in the NT are Sometimes References to Dual Nature 

of Christ (John 14s23) • 




The plural verbs in the New Testament are sometimes to be explained 
as references to the Divine and human nature of Christ, Of course Mr. 
Jackson didn’t care for this •. He wanted to know hgw Jesus as man could 
make an abode with us, There’s a couple of ways. fPa ul said,speaking of 
himself as a human to one of the churches,"I am with you beholding 
your order,I am with you in spirit," Another possibility might be 
perhaps there’s a time gap in John 14823, Jesus as God is going to 
come to us as the Holy Spirit, Jesus said,"! will not leave you com¬ 
fortless j I will come tp you," (v#18) Jesus as man making his abode 
may be a reference to .the second coming of Christ# where Christ says, 
"X ra' going to come and - receive you to myself { 

The Holy Spirit is the Spirit of Jesus (John 14, 26 ,15i 26) 

And incident ly the Holy Spirit. 5 s the Spirit of Truth* Mr*Jackson 























ITGSfi *1— it- 

?r S^^WSC 

Jesus^Chrisl was Squivalent to Divine Pat-re 

Now that X*ve take oarHf t/T^ PerS °” “ G ° dh0ad < Ph11 2.6 
care of the equal with lod scriDtSnef 0 ?°^ 1,11 «° on - I'U take 

I on„S at Jesus ls in every wIy P eqJal'w?^h C r U J S 3 statln 8 the proposi- 
Lr“, rot feature Hit as any testa ^“‘rf? 68 not bother me as I 
with Godi you can't compare FMn «?«•£• ° d ' lz s a strange thing 

of things that 1 would call to ® anyone else. And I nSte a couple 

is a mathmatical tern In attention at this point# ff £^ual ,, 

equal another side and f? “ “T !°” ° ne side ° f the Station Say 
apple. It may be the %£ four - hln8 * Four 4ples™qSfour 

ply anotner person, PP- s» This word does not have to ora- 

therefore I t/ould Vt a g‘i^fr £ % j? ta,qt, -lcla.jn_t he word "God ",ana so 
ward,visible form of whaflod ti™tdi■ fol ,^»S' "»ho being the ou?° 

nity a thing t’o^'Lil’of tol^LeT's^u^) 

Hi r?l lf VlSlble “ au throne,This 
an outward, visible e-oressPn h 2 la F s tell us that the word "fom"mean 
form Is what is visibly seen nft What •«*»tblne is ire/ardly.God- S 

visible form got ip from Se tLnno'S^ Ml ¥ we taught that this 
rs still oranipresent.Clsah. riho ff-®? 0 ™ to earth, but God 

nath seen God at anv fim "’h 12.39-41), The Bible says,"No man 

God, (Col, 1; 15 ) He is what’is’seen ol^God 3 '^^ 0 °f the invisible 

God. No man can see r n H • —. d ’ i " e s the visible represent- 

G °d^has made visible a geo .metrical n^t-^ 801 ?^-’ inner essence; but 
or his big toe would be larger than the^n? °f hl J s ® lf * Hot everything 

waq”s5^^5r^ l f portion of God gave ud visfhl'e^^^ 1 ?’ In the lncani£ - 
was made flesh and dwelt among 6 us„ P Vlsible equivalence to Divinity, 

HimsIirSJW,"He emptied 
a separate person fWthe se?lan? Si k H the"form" of a servant 
likeness of man" Is the likeness of H ? • ^ He was raade in the 

man which He became? NoI Not at all!?'? a dlfferent person from the 

JesSi 3 wis eq^vS^fio 1 ^^?* Padl r i a here - I think he says 

being God. He simply stooped llL ? ? hat He doesn*t say Jesus stepped 

God lbly t-? OSSeSStng them/Some of God and 

God so that they can account for alioo-oH Cn that he stopped being 
life, ccount tor alleged flaws and mistakes in his S 


Now I want to r^T ?re P° slt ions are Interchangeable 

been used and misused^lt^s^verv^rera 11 ^ ® reek Prepositions which lave 

r?eei ery r te K hnical neaa i' n gs of Preposi?ions S es° bas ® theological cases 
Greek of the NT. Moulton and ill W w f Clall f in the Koine 
n impartial survey hardlv fails r / — o^-con m the preface, says, 
laxsr usage which is everwheS^SoS laa<i u s to the conclusion that 
is everywhere observalbe and hartlv^uir^f“ later Greek (Preposition: 
of interpretations in wW oh n! ma ? y of the ovemicetie: 

■> expositors have been apt to indulge,” 
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I won't mention any names.(laughter from ^udience Probably } 

ing Jackson^ arguments such as pros must mea ■ sta te that 

Perhaps I might include myself* All the. standa r S ” use d for one 
you can't do this because so many prepoieitions ar - - & 

another« "From","through","in" (Eph,2a18,etc,) 

We are told that when we have Greek prepositions such as^ 
dia( through) and eis (into), they show distinctions - ^Father, 

sons in the Godhead i Trinitarians say always r_- _. , Q re f er - 

and eis to the Holy Ghosti But we find in Hebt,2 J 1 „ a nothings and 
red to God the Father; "It became Him through whom aroai IWL ^ ^ 

for whose sake are all things m bringing me- y " ~k r , , •• jhis of 

the captain of their salvation perfect through sufferings^ it 
course is a contrast between the two natures of Christ, (mode...a 
minutes) 

Well I'm going to the other material quick!! 

Jesus is not Etern i ty's Fa ther(Isa.986) 

Why do I think Jesus is the everlasting^Father? He said ^He^merxcan 
Standard revisers put "Father of eternity in a fjj° t * into Che 
glad you found this in the footnote. I hope i _ never intended 
text.(laughter) It shouldn't get into the text. They ^ver^^ as 
to put it into the text. They juat^simpiy^trariSlate^it^ii.^^^^ This 

it stands in Hebrew idiom which jdpesjri^ jn^g^.: ev g ^ tup^ and inter** 
is bad because somebody that doesn't know Hebrew pick s it l ^ th0 
prets it in literal English idiom. Tlpere wag ngvgr a passXilcb 
OT where "Father of" meant originator of some ab^trac q 
"life",, It iust wouldnVt ,.jMke_ser^g» „ 

Actually the only way Hebrews have of saying "eternal^is^by^an^ 
construction, Mountains of eternity are etern - „everlasting gates', 
ternity are "ancient days , gates.of eternity Father of e~ 

In the Hebrew ITT ever lading life is life °J f Father," . 

ternity was the only way Hebrews could say o ■• c >j • 

Answer to John lsl and Septuagint ^ ^ 

By the way on this preposition in John U 1 ( P^^ullize^that pros 
rer] to the Septuagint. We're thankful for that. I re ^^ S e it's not 
was not used as "with" in those verses in t- m c>anin<> of pros is ab¬ 
used as "with" at_g.ll in the 3eptuagint, I^ o meaning "with" 
want from that kind of Greek! Pros hadn't taken on the '% lass „ 
yet. But according to these two grammars that I . ' being used 

bebrunner-Funlt and Moulton-Turner para (i a ^ e eds So proS 

Interchangeably as far as their meaning witn ^ ara i» 

here in the first chapter of John has the same meaning c p '£ ut ;[ 

the verses I quoted in_the OT 1 m ^ce tryi!!!{laughter) 

yhank you for brining it up anyway! It was a nx 3 y 

Jackson's Father is an Unfit Parent 

^ "feia Jesus the Father?{Because He begot us, ^.3309 
-shall see His seed." He's Father in creation. It „' ln the 

things were created«" (P hil .XlUxIZ.) 'Eb^.cre.ator w o u e provides fgr 
womb created nU things alone, by Himself .(Isa,+ ,■«2 ) [ av Pr# {Heb 4i 
us* He gives us things. He's the one that 22®® S kwhqS of our soufs 

14-16) He watches over us as the chief shepherd, a• — 1 n So ^ r ^ tua X 

(1 Peter 5,4) He chastens us,(Rev,3, 14) Heb.Ut29 says J ™ 

N. Fnthe^4^ ttas. He , voAmla.m (T.sa 9i6,He warns and admomsho, Uo, 














nothing Lft f ****1* 

JO?vh?S ls r tS°teIJ F 

MOfc to ZLVgZ*.™ ™firgi?it'fi 

n two minutes? have m my notes can i 

‘PWt'l X 1 ! Cofr 3 °? 7 ^ U ^ abo e ut°So S s P ' rlt 

-3 g h fc «^.* t8 xfe 0hrt « «* 

s&gr is.^ 3 te ^°- d : 

«'S S al s b o U tau r sal ™*n d by K |uppiy 1 ? ^ s< 9*5 ttet^e w°^ ^ tt2T‘‘ 
tex^ phrt? balks about the PPly of the Spirit t was * Phil t i t is 

Spirit hF oi—* _. « any thing llke 




HR, JACKSON'S SECOND NEGATIVE (OR 

(Scarcely over on® paragraph was sp rgume nts I P ut 
two of the dozen or mor ® a ^f^a less right to be 

Ifd^amSan??"1* “«= 

calls ' ' moderators Hr.Ferguson* 

Ladles and gentlemen, gent emen final speech of the 

I too am happy to rlintfsSero? the^ebate. It hasbeen avexy_ 
evening as well as the final, epoe^ ^ been longer. There wcr ^ 
pleasant two nights. I »rsh^ ^ MriFe rguso'n to diswss^ Jegu8 
eral other things rvmnnsitioii on baptism in - e 0 f 

declined* I submitted a P i ^j^tted another_one on _ g . 

only. He didn't sign • Christian worship- , e d f eK mome nts ago 

anioal instruments of music ^ ^ as indicated ejew a 

one either. If “ rhere ought not to be any ^ i^ted to come 

it seems to me that ther ? x e d be more than del ig engage 

discussion on these other things .^ ^ CheroUee road and to “BJ 

^at tt^aSi^P f. L^ls^^nvttatlon forth 

?his audience Is concerned, Perhaps 

^^JT^^ior to thiS o discnssion 
be dSUtedfso 1 ? ?tes“ e j^^d^eufprobaMy ( 5^ef^?|c9)°Sow- 

being S printed^in^the^very^near^future^( ^ a ^ ha ^p b p^^^ 

SlSC b i zA'Zr&f^ — tlon 

and a copy will be sent to you* _ printed that the public 

""113 - 

ifwoS to engage in, pseudo-intellectual theol- 

He would like to try to Iff*; in reality, that I 

S1SUSS*? student would 

he wouldn't be making the blunders 

T’, -es to use the Greek, and he wants to ^ «oS?d '' 

he^S^rn^thr^vetyes^ntials^f^l^ S v ^ 

suggest to youi MroF rg • d nG should stay near handle the ori" 

thlt little boats before you attempt to handle - 

ter) You’s better master nngns 

ginal languages ~ 



Jer, and oast away their cords from us." 

there lt! E “t there's a plurality 

Pv involved there, but *-!?> • 1 ? now that there's a plurali- 

for S the 1 V? S a r° Ut a P^ality of natirL^A-L^ 1 ^ 1117 ° f persons « 

for the life of him that the word Sof n- And he B ust cannot see 

More's r S ’ l6E ^ C3St a '^-lr? 

He has already^aid^in'^Ms 3CW J^,?>U (p,36; 

as silent as he could possibl^h^^ 0 ” ° n that when he came back?Just 
you ressurect him in the second b ™f h S? e v Was ? r « R obertson? Why didn't 
you think he substantiates your cause p r,Robertson when 

predicament you were get*-in? inrS - S ‘ C you didn t realize what a 
to himself (to his SttribiS- y ° u ciPed him. And so he said 

rn the second speech/'f had Sitter lef^fp^ When he carae back here 
didn t realize what Jae^^nn t-no • ^r v Robertson alone because T 

n. s ksa". S'p?sf)“ 

nOil which sayf™Iehovah W saiS preferred was quotation from Ps. 

ne sard that r s not literal, '/ell, I didn^st^tH* 1 ^-° n my rl « ht han d,’ ; 
think it's literal. He said I <-hi nk ;??? 5 3 that it was2 I don't 

idiom. My point is not whethermit's liters? ldl 2 1 ? 1 ' 1 know ic>a an 
otherwise. The point was, there wa? J nfS or figurative or idiom or 
person sitting on the right hand and rho rrWolved - Between a 

« B tS P S3 t t S£, t SS “ *«Xl OT e. One may sit 

he is sitting, A passage cane to my mi£d r W 5° Se right hand 

James and John came to Jesus and s*i% 18 found in Mark 10*37. 

grant that we mav Qit- u? +-?. aa said » When you come in your f?-lnrv 

left." Mr. Fergus on thiSs that’th?? ° n th ® , rl8ht tand and one on ?he 
to become one with 6hrtst because onfS 5 • “y Jarjes a "d John wanted 
hand and one on the otter, IheS W ? h? k® ?° slt on the tight 

two. Regardless of whether thl thiL is 5fl?°W? n there between those 
the point, e ctlin S 1S figurative or not, that's x:,ot 

And then he became brilliant anri t . 
here on his right hand,(U^5?er)And § ? cnnlTt% h&re to sit down 
I just wondered why he didn't use W hardly supress myself, 

being to illustrate that? Jhy d?d S ^ pGrson as a solitary 
here with you? He couldn't nakP rvZ h ! e V°, S et another one up 
one else up here with him, r - T e said "T^f ,Wltn ? Ut bringing up some- 
tion,” And it was»(lau*hterV A Sf’ T ? f s going to be a demonstra¬ 
ther one backfired. Let'-? file d ^° n ®^ atlon of P^ralityJ Well ano- 

ter) (Note.Where is reply to afftma^ive Dr - R r ob ert S on, (laugh- 

* ^ w ciiiirmative material on this rnnin?c;i 

Jaclcson Proves God Didn't Use Fob-™ r toprc?51,52) 

(Is nn llln Grammar rn Gen.li26 

Now .he cane down to 

down to Gen.1,20, and I quoted this with several other 
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passages, God said,"Let us make man in our own image, after our own 
likeness." And I also quoted Gen.li l. M In the beginning God created tic. 
heavens and the earth," And I shlA thetHebrew term el ohxm was pluxai 
and that it had reference to plurality in the Godhead. He said, IMt o 
not so, and I think Jackson has polytheistic tendencies. No I don t.J 
I recognize that the unity of the Godhead is emphasized in that v ~- * 

as well as the plurality. The Record said,"In the beginning God cxe 
ed..." The Hebrew word "bara" and it's singular. God(plural; area tea 
(singular). Hence you have both the plurality in the Godhead, as wen 
as the unity emphasized in Gen 1t1♦ 

But he said Gen.li 26 has reference to the plural of majesty.He quot¬ 
ed Delitzsch and said,"This is what the scholars say. And he quoted a 
number of passages in the OT wherein elohim is found in the plural,and 
has reference to such individuals as Saul and others. And I recog■ ■ ' 

that. But the point is, in Gen.Is 1 the plural elohim is hsed with the 
singular verb. Thus plurality-unity. Both being wrapped up m one\ ex sc* 

Now I know that it is characteristic of human being sometimes to 
refer to themselves in the plural. And this is what he referrrec 
as the pLural of majesty. Now he says that was the usage in Gen, * " 

In other words, God was just accomodating Himselfto human terminology. 
Now that*s a wonderful exegesis of that passage since when Go _ 

those words in Gen.li26, there were no human beings in existence at 
that time.' Man hadn’t even been made. There were no human being . 
there was no such thing as a plural of majesty at that time, sue 
came into being later and was used- by kings and potentates. Now tnu 
verse does not have reference to a plural of majesty. It c* . 
to God, as the very next verse shows. 

Let's read Gen, 1.26,27. "God said,Let us make man In. 
and after our own likeness/ 1 The next verse says, In td x ^ f . 
created He him," But he said Gen.li26 has reference to pluxai ox maj- 

esty a i ^ ? o 

Jackson Answers his Own Argument on Gen UtO.i. 

I have a little book down here in my files written by Gordon McGee, 

It’s entitled Is Jejs us. ilirheJjodheaft^ . 

understand he*s one of“you ~Tellow*s ehSnplWn 27 Vo you know wI * 
says about Gen.li26? He doesn't say it T s a plural of majesty? 
it has reference to the angels j Paul Ferguson says it r f' d f 
a plural of majesty. Why don*t you fellows get together? Yo 
arrange a Jackson-Hosee debate, I think you would do well to ar 6 
McGee -Ferguson debate. Now you and McGee are crossed up, xou ctr - 
are. 


Jackson Attempts to Slander Evangelical Theol.Joc* 

Now he said he went to a meeting of some sort and read a paper on 
’-his particular sub jevit of plurality. And he said he asked '■ 

scholars if they could see the Trinity in this. He said not one ox 
them was willing to admit it. Well, I can find you a boxrcar Load oi 
scholars who are not willing to admit the virgin birth , the ressure 

1 .Note""'that there was no reply to my abundant evidence pi*of majesty 
wb.o in existence in Moses 4 time when God did accomodate Hrmse - „ o .. 
to. grammar by x*eph.r aa i.ug tiheHc^ words Intio Hebrew n (see ppJ $ 3 1- J 

is of Ixvioexeat: v-.laar Jackson, bdenlr.lfi.es HcGee as M charapron^ u\x *< ^ 
alined to claim Gh; of Christ Toddy as a champion* One hardly things al¬ 
ter T>Adv. Wit uvake ohampxon 

rating, 
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you 4„t r t a o Cl “ ~ thing that you „ ant Co 

aL f Sa r ve eV ne?e° n L y ^ ™ ^EfSESVE.*? 8 ' 1 oT,„i£ tlL 

allty 0 ? S5S^**° “ Plurality in tt^head'a?“ "“S tho3e 
-ny or rao r e J &J t0 »« up ffiL^up 

Jackson Shows his Poor Taste Matches Poor Mo 
f rf© made an a.T£nmp-nt* t ^ Memory on John 14-s 1 f ir 

heave you desolate 1 but°T where Josus said ' ? T wn # 

(coming as tS& # 0 D . ^ come to vnn ff a^a u saici * I will not 

srssSx »s? 

word "another" fn f°5 uer on tile ©£her hand -rd fhnd on - t ^ e one hand 

/we^can°see S^ b fc^^^^XfSSto" ther -ffoSISS' ’ 
try to confuq^ t-h to.invent some sort of a tbni ^ut corae s 

scholar when he hL m 5S« £,?“ a “ dlence t° make°?tem th™?°hiV mbo to 

sm^3 r h tid " ££^z.t a 

Jstands between tSeT 1 "' stands between th^the^d 0 ?^ 0 Father 
difficult tHee? Son and «“ Holy Spirit.®! 

in mU2T57whe S re e the° e L n oo t r r° K ’’T* *** «* «e Lost Phil.2,6 

ln| 0 oi n a^^ty“-!^ e *® ti "S 3 the fc ^ w you > whloil 

“ntSl fodhe'alrr^x^, 0 Po^' ‘ $•£ 

t^^f" a gSr a ^ue wha"? ^ 0 -“i^ 0 dy 

ss S ~£raw£- 

geometrical portion ? Jesus, who existf2 in th^ J rain S ln 

' *&£—SQ§ can be in STS and hrid he made no reference 

point from e Luke W |mall*s°v ? 8U ? is ^^Pirit^s^pp^ss”^ y erses ™ 
5?^ n ver®fo e ta h ? n ??, G ^ l f°? I l^% £i i S ^lf h d ?H e " lth B i=bop hlS 

S.My tratis 1 at3on^enufva , dldn 't say , ’anoth5^fj ! ^H5-F5Fhe W C ,:h blsh °P ! 
ed ..The only £ t V S S" *? vs 33f 

.. Wa. Blsq.wtwig and ridicule,(lie ™t touch- 








to it whatsoever)^The Rec 

That*s just three verses downs ™ Mnwelf up as a transla- 

for him.« come cot with Fer*u- 


tor of God's word. A r otr^To^ fc?him to come out with F«S» 
£?on *s Now T3T3X131st ton 


Jackson Proves He doesn't Understand Nature of Holy Spirit. 

(John 15.26.John 16.27, John 8,38 John lO, ^ ge „ tleraen . 

I made a number of arguments on c A rae whome I will send 

John 15*26. Jesus said,"When the S° ro £°f he Father,"’ihe things which X 
from the Father which p roceedetk tom thee j* \ 7 HJ ca me forth from 

h£7S seen’ with my Fatheri" f p 8 3 5‘ J ,H,1 u he quoted from a 
the Father. 8 "The Word was with God. John 1*1 grammatical niceties 
book down here, and he talked about these “Jf ° 0 ^“ make . Well ,1 

and theological niceties wtuc h ;!2 m ? Ldchsiwability between preposi- 
know that there is some degree of tntercha g^>- y ^ the same verse 
tions, but the point is, when propositions reference to the 

in obvious contrast to one another, they do jjg^hav^ I'd like for all 
same thing. And a prime example of this . ^ P* lf voL1 can't see the 
of you to get your Bibles and look at it and see 11 „ 

difference here, / \ one 

Eph,2«18 says, "For through(dia)Him we^both have accj Dia| en,pros! 

Spirit to (pros) the Fattier. t lX\ble to tell that there is adiff- 

It seems to me that anyone ought to be able to kux 

erence there 

Eternity's Father Again everlast- 

f~- And then he referred to what I h ® a i a t-h^of eternity". He said I*m 
(tug Father.” The footnote says t i ^ into the text.And 1 

glad it * s in the footnote,I hope it doesn t get ^ He gaid th-y 

may have misunderstood what h ® said bu was unfortunate. Unfor- 

just translated it literally. And he s. v Again we're going to 
tunate that they translated the w ^rd litctall, ^ 6^ He lmpli es that 
have Ferguson's translation befor -• tera iiy»He wants to inject 

he doesn't want the scholars hrans g would be that He is the 

his translation into it. And tran^J^^tion'.' 10 If you don't mind, 

Father of Himself. That s Ferguson s Standard Version,and 

1*11 stick with the translation of the American o 
particularly the footnote on the passage, 

- Jack.on Proves He's Good at Past Si»s But Poor at^ 


Now I 


made some reference to "pros" in John 1*1. 


Q 


tSgj-answered this himself on P... 

greater than Jesus a refers to hum,, nature» 

* my remarks of night before that any ekaltatro (Hl8 power) is 

8,0a p,28 I cited a verse (Ps.107.z4) whoie proved Holy Ghost 

SSEf forth and come from Him and heals, j ohn 1,1 also, 

na- 

, .doe p«.Jo where I px.cweu In ji r n where three propositions 

ture.This was done by citing neb.lOs t‘_- rh ' R h,over).Where is ans? 

are used in one sentence with Chri: "everlastit^ Father"translation!I 
10 1 Not: soil I am cont10n.cl1.ng tor ^ „ V:, t r ^\ A.Q 41 ) VJhotro ts a-nswortio 

1 referred sons hip to "human nature »(o. ’** lu Lad not theoretical 1 st 

my argument on these pages where the ^evidence that this 

t person is Father of Christ? Where is rc.ply t° _.y^^ « ever iasting 
Hebrew construction was the only, possible way to S y 
Father" on pi56? 
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God," "Pros" Pnr? P 

companionship * And he^ Was / acln 6 God! 

aald i*g e/ZZsKasJ? Whi J h W JSTviS? 9 

to usage at that- „ w f? n c used back there h<ar.*»,*~°?L * An d he 

tained"pros" r/h^ Pfjficular time, Well if vnu tr S ^iadn t come in- 

ed Pros^nowln* ParaIls; «£• *dWota7. I*”? TCrSes 

nobody would catrh^h? Ff? grammar was different? nil' whea xt c °ntain« 
n p i !iu. cat ch him.’-H That*<? vh„ “■ Liie rent/ Because he thought 
iiei on this. He »*n r c s w hy, He said."I*n , Laou & nc 

but I *m eoi no h| 0, but X know that it- tt »» just make a para— 

patch it oi^w t0 palm it: as "pros" ?F F\ Wa f para back yonder. 

They ha^e the^l 891 ^ they ha?e the same^l *} ’ T !? en he tried to 

Tn jIL llzeZ 5am& meanin8 ' ^ eU let?s seir 8/Pr ° S and para "- 

"unto"^God; They^a from . the . ^^rf^i^Eph Jna 3 '' ±S F? nslated "from 

Lated "from God", "pros"^ 1 ? opposite directions, P "Para" \s r ? n * lated 
lxdn*t imnu ,..i—_ pros is translated _i ^ _ ra 13 trans - 


x K new . 

hfdsJn't/know un% 8 °"*f "F°«:“of‘Irto^uVTdfT SPir i t was conin S 
know coming■ °" d ? wn ' And "» tonfghP I l la ?°^ red l*»t night 
viously dif*..^ 80 i n8 * Oight lau«hterV o?^AP, c ? at: he doesn't 

soever^. And hf a aC such nud slinginp tact! o« hf^a® thelr heads ob- 
Fjeii it_ Aaa he demonstrated it •sL? _ , otics based on no facts what 

1* that compliments what he tad ?o W say? rfUl Way thisLudieiice 

I want to calfr ^ Llstenln « «> - 

ba ? P ^henorto S His e es s 0 e d ;ce U o ^“•wiSS 

His as opposed to Hmli^Itu^e. charaoteris ti c s which a? e S pecSliarty r 

feSiT^ tSS ^t B one le G ^ 1° a 

Sf « -nd ^fthe ?«her 


and of thei baptisra of Jesus)iMatt 28,IQ "rh® Plages as 

the Most Hi fh ° f the H oly Spirit!" Luiel Fc e „ name of th e Fathe 

Sent- -s ^ orl of God M 9 inhn i/ *the Holy Spirit 

Christ" and^th ° f C h r i s t/*J 0 hn l5 ? 26 4 "the Pa!h' comf ° rter »the Father, 
Lord Jesu! rhSF h f r p ^ ssa S e3 such as II Cor Spirit a «d me, 

be with vo„ ? r F St * the love of God. and t?e o 14 F he S race of our 
Miem all 7 ? l em Phasized a number !f d n !l corarauaion of the Holy&irit 

Sf^»wh^?^ a ® d 

.55. Where Is reply to my proof 
12*Jackson is either i Same thin S in J ohn 1,1????? 

' hJ C nirS Shal1 assume8 ’:he U fo™er S with lrlS Und ° libert i 0 s with the 
1? (ppm 2? r >V?« a i lt .. Wlth ta Su ® hTf o n«™ tl0nSl The v ®tses 

M1 8r0,JP ' replies we^ne^'SL^ 
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More on the Matt,28.19 Greek Rule ^ 

T omnhasized Matt.28a 19 "the Father and the Son and the Holy Gh ost> 

I maintained that there was a distinction there 

indicated by the article between the persons asts ^dicatu^ oy^ ^ 
article "the" before each one of them, ne ■said/ ■'** t ln his lexi- 

lexteon (sic!) suggests otherwise. He sard that Rober of 

con says that sometimes they can refer to.attributes o P 
things, But what he needed to do was to cite where it refers U t 
very^thing in Matt.28,19 I quoted B-jam n darfxeld who said^hat 
this rule obtains in Matt.28 j 19.he saia -me < nct-mm-nr in 

plurality of persons; But Mr.Ferguson.°* ^tock^orh".Pentecostal church 
the Western Apostolic Bible College, m the Unit- . said 

says, I know better, Dr .Warfield. I know better than Y°? d °° 
thatWarfield is. not a scholar as far as Greek language 1 ^ 

But I, Ferguson, am} and I'm going to align myse ag and thought s //;4 

B .Warfield. Why Mr. Fergus on some of these* 5 wnu1d e-nlode the heads Thmkki t 

that were set forth by Benjamin B.Warfield would expioae cne um , 

wfde ooen of some of these fellows who try to get a hold of them ana ^ ^ 

deny Xt he's deaUng with as far as these things are concerned. 

Jackson*s Amnesia Again (I Tim 2?5) 

I called to your attention last night, ^on^mediato^between 

5 where the Bible said that there is one God,. ’“JL There ’ s 

God and man; And he never has grappled with there Is a 

God up here. There is man down here. And the Bible s ^ d ^f mediator 
mediator between God and man. In Gal»3s20 the vorse see p«35) He 
is not a mediator of one..." (Note.only half theve«®'operates be- 
does not operate on behalf of one party, And X quoted these 

tween a number of parties. At least t ■ P ^ * , and Gingrich where 

scholars. I quoted such Individuals a. Vine, Arndcand Grngn 

they said a mediator is an individual who goes X*ew P the gum * G „ 

my summation was that as the mediator o- total of deity.And 

til of humanity neither does he represent the sum total oi u y 

he never did touch that argument*- - 

Jackson Prove Paul Perverted the Bible ^ 

I pointed out in John 8| 1 ^ ,17 1 ^^h^testimony^f two^itnesses is 
that it is written in your law that the ^^timony r ^ ^ Father. 

true/. And then the Lord applied tha pother beareth witness of 

He said,"I bear witness of myself.and th ® .. dual na ture of 

me? Why-foe said last night that simply referred to t d passage 

ChristAnd I said,"You mean to tell me that Jmnoxzea* J nd ap ^ 
from the Old Testament that dealt With t . * nprversion,! don'" t 

ed it to two natures? If that wouldn't be WWeparyer-l^id Testa- 

know what would. The Lord woula have bee I _ didn’t refer to two 
meat had He made an argument like that. No he d Jn t reier to 

natures, but rather to two persons on that o - * 

I2.X never stated that Jesus as man eluded the sum total of human¬ 
ity or the sum total of Deity exther^one. rf^ should^! ][ 2l5 . 

agree with it! See pp»^2,.3o tor my unoucuu-ub 

Where is reply????? . , ■, o\ lt . was shown that 

13.On the first night in the first speecli CpoU) ^ r[ Cor ,rJ.l. 

Paul applied this verse to his three visits to> C°rir ^h rhls n?? 

Th-^se three visits were not three persons 1 Where is icpjy 
Go Y\Ur;<>np;h mayl>o yon missed it’! 
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More Amnesia(?) Matt 12s32;John 15*1 

I made an argument with reference to the vine and the husbandman 
showing that there is a distinction between the vine and the husband 
man, even so there is a distinction between the Father and the Son., 

I made an argument like this* Jesus said in Matt,12s32, one may 
speak against the Son and be forgiven, but one may not speak against 
t-ie Holy opirit and be forgiven. Therefore, the Son is not the Holy 
o-pirit, He never dealt with that. He never came to grips with it*^ 

(Heb«l*3) Jackson Proves there are 
Four persons in the Godhead, 

• ~ ®ade anotner argument based on Hebrews Is3, that says that Jesus 
e very . image of the .s ubstance of God , I asked this questions //as 

He ms own image? He wgs just as silent as the stars about thati He •• 
rex erred, to ir sit 


More Straw Fighting (John 8*54) 

I introduced a number of other passages. For example I introduced 
a passage where Jesus said in John 8s54,Mf I glorify myself, my 
glory is nothing. It is my Father that glorifieth me," Get the syllo¬ 
gism, Jesus glorified not Himself, but the Father glorified Him, 
Therefore, ue was not the Father, And then I introduced this syllo¬ 
gism to turn the tables on him, Mr,Ferguson says the Father and the 
bon are the same person. Therefore, the Father glorified Himself, 
Jesus said,if I glorify myself, my glory is nothing. Mr,Ferguson said 
ne aid glorify mmself,because He is one and the same person. There* 
tore the conclusion is that His glory was nothing, ^ 

Jackson Proves Jesus is not God(John 4*24) 

Jesus declared in John 5s22 that neither does' the Father judge any 
man, but He has given all judgment unto the Son," I called to your 
attention the fact that the Bible says in John 4*24 that God is a 
spirit, and the Bioie says in Luke 24s39,"a spirit has not flesh and 
bones. Therefore, God the Father did not have flesh and bones. There, 
tore, Jesus Christ was not God the Father,!^ 

Jackson Sees the Light (X Cor,11s3) 

t0 yoUr attention another argument found in I Corrll*3 where 
t u e ^ lb ~ e says that God is the head of Christ , and Christ is the head 
or man, and man is the head of the woman," I showed you that the word 
a l . kee P h ale"(sic) had reference to a distinction between persons 

MS^ R °? i P S ^ n,B 5 SSter and Arndt and Gingrich, in their lexicons,said 
•2 .. iV had reference to persons., to others, to living beings. Ana 
andl ® ate r the subordination of the man Christ to a nother living 
that^to 3 ^ heavenly Father >2od, Almighty a And he d'idn*t deal with 

14.Strange!? Was Jackson napping or in a trance? See p„28, 

a ee P 8 - 3 - w Mere I asked Jackson if the lorm of a servant was a sep- 
arate person from the servant he bscaoe 0 Also note on p,36 I pointed 
out that if God=essence then there are 4 persons. Where is reply? 

16.Answered on first night,see p e 30, " " L 

1/,Answered on p.30.Where is reply? 

J? 8 ?; h /2 f ,2 ppar ?? t S b J en d< r al f with enough to straighten Jackson out 
9 i pf where it is explained as a reference to two na- 

5 ^®? °£, By consciously echoing my asnwer that it was a 
im his owi tlW? Jesus as man and Jesus as God J.catched himself 

±jb '- Aua 06 oidn’r even thank me for straightening him out 
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Jackson Makes Peace 

Thank you very much, ladies and gentlemen, for your time, I con¬ 
clude by saying as Mr.Ferguson did, that I appreciate very much your 
presence here tonight. Again, I compliment Mr, Ferguson lor his cour¬ 
age and for his conviction. He certainly carried on his pax't of tne 
discussion in a very fine way. I admire him. I love him as a man,My 
hope is that we shall be friends, and I know that we are and shall 
be. So with these remarks, I bid you farewell for this evening,, 


APPENDIX A 

Over 105 things that were never answered by Mr.Jackson in the debate 

(notes Go back and read Mr, Jacks on r s speeches , .Look for the answers. 
You’ll still.be looking till Jesus comes.. If however these things I 
listed were answered by Mr. Jackson, he should be pleased to have this 
section in my edition. However reviews in his paper show he was very ^ 
unhappy about it. This is a very excellent admission from the horse s 
own mouth of how well the horse ranO 


1. That the Holy Spirit is God's power, agency and spiritual essence, 

and therefore not a separate persons from Him,(John 4*24?Lu« It Jb; 
Ps.139s 7) ( None of this is new materi al 1 see pp,8 and 40) 

2, That Jesus Christ is either the husbandman in John 15e1 and there¬ 

fore He is either the Father or Jackson's theoretical "God thein- 
.. ther" is not worthy of the name, (p, 10) 


3. That Pastor Jackson was a Nestorian who believes Jesus Christ 

is two persons, (pp.12,24) Is this new material?Read the debate! 

4. That Christ's dual nature as God and man is an adequate explana¬ 

tion for 95% of his affirmative verses. He never.submitted one 
verse that the distinctions he brought out were in__^e^.oqnea_,, 
like the proposition said he was supposed to.- 

5. That since Jackson doesn't understand the use of pronouns and con¬ 

versations between Jesus as man and Jesus as God, he doesn t _ 
an adequate view of the humanity of Christ and is either a gnostic 
or some other kind, of heretic, (p.24) 


6 ,That since the Father said He created everthing by Him gtLP£( 1 
24) and Jesus is the creator(as J.admits) Jesus must be tne 1 


7. That Jesus as God is either Father or Jesus as man did not get Hio 

prayer answered„(John 17s11,see p,33) 

8 . That according to Jackson's article rule Jesus and the One Divine 

essence are one person in II Peter 1?1« 

9. That Jackson either has an impersonal God or four persons in God. 


10 , That three persons sharing a common divinity is any less poly 
theistic than pagan Foman gods sharing a common essence, 

11. That saying there's 3 persons but not 3 Gods is any difxeicnt fiom 
saying throe automobiles are not three motor cars» 

12?That Gal 3?20 and James 2819 refers to the Godhead as a whole. 


13.That Gal.3 8 20 s James 2s19 prove God is one person not three since 
"one" is masculine there. 

‘14.That there is any other person with Jesus worthy to be called God. 
(Deut*32s 39») 
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15, That Deut.32* 39 was not spoken by the Lord Jesus, 

16, That Jackson's additional two-persons are any less theoretical th&n 
pagan gods, 

17, That Hezelciah was talking to more than one person in the Godhead 
in his prayer in Isa, 37, 

18, That one person manifested by one cloud is Goda1 png , 

19, That Jesus did not say,"I am'God and there's none else, in 45„2Ui 

20, That Isa.45i20,ff, is/c&iatent with the Trinity and thec the other 

members of the Godhead would have been insulted by verse -u. 

21, That since Jesus called the Father the only true God the Father 
must be the only person in the Godhead, 

22, That God,Lord and Spirit all refer to the same person according to 
Ps,100s 3 and II Cor 6 3»17„ 

23, That Jesus is the only Potentate (I Tim,Si15gRev,17*11)» 

24, That Jesus is the name of the Trinity.(see my 1st affirmative) 

25, That the name of Jesus could be legally fitted into the verses in 
points 14-23 on the basis of Dt.10?17$Eph,4s5?Acts ^ b, 

26, That Jesus is God in heaven above and in the earth beneath and there 
is none else,(Deut,4»35) 

27, That Jesus is the everlasting Father,(I sa,9»o, 

28, That there is another Father besides Jesus worthy of the name, 

29, That the Holy Ghost and the power of the Highest are the same, 

30, That the Holy. Ghost is not the Father of Jems. 

31, That since Jackson admitted his "so-called"God the Father is not 
the Father of Jesus as God and Jesus does all tne functions ( Ol 
Father then J,*s theoretical being cannot be called tamer . 

32, That Jesus Christ is either God the Father or God the Father is a 
forgetful coward who doesn't keep appointments*(Ps, , 

33, That no one was with Jesus when he came on his horse seated ontae 
right hand of power and therefore this does not imply to r- 

34, That the translation "Father of eternity" is not meaningful English, 

35, That "Father of eternity" means anything besides everlasting Fatner. 

36, That another Father besides Jesus does anytning for us to earn 
name Father.(last part of 2nd affirmative) 

37, That Jesus Christ is the Holy Spirit according to II Cor.3s17, 

38, That there is one Spirit and Lord who is the same person acc, 
to Eph,4«4,5; Acts 9s 5 and this person is JjiSJS. 

39, That you can't make a distinction between God and His Spirit or His 
power, 

40, That the Spirit of Christ and the Holy Ghost are the same person, 

(I Peter 1*11?II Peter Is 21) 

41-105,None of the 66 books in. the Bible conctain Mr.J's ph ny Godhead 
theory, 
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Time and space do not permit mentioning more of the numerous items Mr, 
Jackson left unanswered,, For instance there are page after page in Mr.F’s 
speeches filled with questions addressed to Mr.J.- Look and see where these 
are answered! The publishers will bear no obligation whatsoever of readers 
getting strained eyes looking for Mr.Jackson r s answers to these things. 

APPENDIXjB 

Seven "Boomerangs" That Came Back on Mr.Jackson 

1. John 15s1. Jesus is either the husbandman and therefore the Father or the 

Father is an inefficient farmer*(p*10,etc.) 

2. John 17s11.Jesus as God is either Father or Jesus as man didn't get his 

prayer answered, 

3 u The Article Rule proves Christ and the Divine essence are one and the 
same person according to IX Peter 1s1 and other verses, 

A.Ps.llOsl proves that Jesus as God is either Father or the Father doesn’t 
keep appointments very well, 

5«Lu«l:35 proves that the Holy Ghost is the power of the highest and there¬ 
fore not a separate person from him* 

6 cHo eternal Sonship«(7,J,) Therefore God the Father can’t be called Father 
of Jesus Christ as God or man either (Lie ls35}iiatt Is 20) 

7.One is numerical in Eph,4s5.(7.J.) I\ T o possible way to avoid Jesus’ ident¬ 
ification as the speaker in Dt.4:35 and other verses^ since the usual 
compound one theory was abandoned. 

if 1'Ir.Jackson really did well on these points which he introduced., if 
his colleagues really believe he did well on them, then there would be no 
complaints. Their cries of pain, however, bear eloquent testimony that the 
Godhead proposition herein championed by ilr.J. is incapable of defense.If 
hr.Jackson, one of the best, an elite speaker and debater, could not ans¬ 
wer these things then no one else will either. He was well schooled and 
well trained. He had ample time to prepare for this debate. Though some 
may attempt to reverse this crushing defeat they too are destined to the 
same failure. 


THE END 

(OF THE TRINITY) 





Friends, if there's another Father 
esides Jesus, He's an unfit parent 
nd ought to be reported to the SPCC. " 



"Don't listen to that guy folks. 
He don't know whether he's com 
ing or going. " 




The jig is clearly up at Pastor Jackson's 
table on the last night of the debate. 



On the last night worried Jackson ponders 
his next move as dejected followers look on. 




Jackson and Ferguson after the Debate 
(Note the pained look on Jackson's face 
indicating his views about the outcome. 
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Introduction 


ife T are D Dle^d ?n ^ mainly about the nature of God. 

f, . P ic ' < -' Sv - c to offer this unique course. Never befnr-o hoc 

°l thlS N" d been dona. The coursi iS Sde uHntfrl- 
with hr.Jackson and a minister named Dunnfon the 

ran h bv LSf" 1 , 3 - Xt 18 belleved that the student win l£a™ 

church and bait?,» ?? s8ase ° n the Godhead, miracles in the 
cnurcn and baptism m Jesus' name attacked by outsiders. The-ro 
is no better way to learn than under fire, 

H: is not of course suggested that the student po out and 

fend the G t?u?h but 1 there are times w ^n a minister must de- 
end the truth or leave the impression that the messace nn 

not bo defended. The author has long considered dclattLn* 34 

ctebetCT l OTn 0 f??h? SnC: ?' In tllo . dobato on miraculous giftS the 
aeoater own father, however, is on the verge of accentinc the 

holy Gnost as taught in Lots 2,4 and may already havL rSfeivId 

Like tne other courses the assignments consist of 100 qt-iHv 

??Se i? n sub?it e ot?? Pl0ted ; ■ ThG StSd ° nt -y feofdle at Iny^ 
rime to suLmit other questions to the instructor of matorini 

™ ths s V fcJeots n ? t oovored in the texts. The sSggesttd SSe 

wiil C 'SJo?pi2 S thl , course would be slx months. If the student 

witJ cSSrt? ^ 3 We ° k h ® S1U be able to do this 

final°basGd Xfw 0 " 6 .! 1 ?? StUdG , nt wiU b ® requied to taka a 
U based on Dut not identical with these questions. 

Study Questi on.q 

Fart Ones Jackson-Ferguson Debate on the Godhead, 

Lesson One-Jackson's First Affirmative 

1/-Take each of the 15 sections and restate what is said in 7 
or 3 statements. 1 ^ 

2 ’one t W ho'ha.fa??'?s? W ? ^f^ions answer him. Person- some- 
,, h bb S® tne following qualities, must be addressed 

may act bndd^a^efSvSfsSSSaSci 

" os Mhat 

Jrite out Lt.3s15,17.For God substitute "Divine nature" Fnr 
Sou substitute "humanity". * ior 

3,Judge Luke Is 35 by Mr.Jackson's definition of "nerson" 

are three separately addressed as "HE"? Is the human?t lr- 
existing,Is there anything in the verse that makes the pSJe? 
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and Spirit of God senamro fv - 

separate person from yoS" f e£lcn other? Is yo ur poy3r a 
4 o John 1 4 7 s. 9 o tt 

other if the Father°and°JesuJ h w S ° tW ° verses contradict each 

admits the Comforter is the 3 - P ^ te pGrsons? Jackson 
Truth?(see pp.54,55) 10rT:er 13 the ^Pint of truth. / 7 ho is 

Can°power be "LtffsLfP28°4 Spi f? lt raea "? "at 8 power”. 

f y le , | or .ttl from Jesus? see Ps h07?2Q S |"i °/‘ s°o r Can P ower are- 
teacn?see I Peter Is 3, ' * ' ° 4D;i.ark 5; 30 Can power 

In "tM^'Mr^foul it% iTfs^r "» "He” - 

Power" for Spirit” and "whtcfc” for‘lhom”rthls" "&* 
Lesson Two 

5 * I r ?e t ^ 1 f2} J u ?2 0 ,2 F) distln-uisf 1 * C ° r,12s4 ~ 6 (X Cor,13:14. 

Kr.Jackson's definition of“"rerson“ S” 0 ” 8 ^'cording to’ 

a S 0d p3rsSL m “ tlOned tOSCth - beta! SKt^tecf 

p.l2?1irljackLL s rLLhLo'4?e4sir rdin? t0 ^ 10.19-22 and 

reasoning make Sod the'Father? ^ persons would this kind of 

7 *ularly 321 Read the context .parti- 

nature? (see H Cor. S, town wh-? ° f Cnrlst HUtH His human 

S.!s m ?WhP 2 a e tSiSf p Kla ? “ s G ^‘orLs I maS? Wf ' Uld ChriSt need 

Father.sonor Holy 

-osson Throe.fro.Ferguson's 1st Dissection 

JGod made flesh" 

concernedLhat SXt'sort^l’^/r a V 3 "s view is 

(see p. 10 ) aoripturo does not need to be answered) 

tld *L J "and"? they mSs? bo^rSP„““ tlonGd together and connec- 
fUtG thlSUS ^ ^ 
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%at' throo U l’^ttr. T:L '" a * 2 ’i 5 , rea f 1 f it: is to support Mr .Jacks on? 

nd nnSh 1 ?! word sh ? uld be missing? Row does Mr.Jackson 
one up witn lour persons m I Tin.2s 5 by making Jesus and GnS 

two^persons? () If Mr.Jackson defines God as "Divine nature"’ 
(see P• 2), now would I Tim 2s 5 read? Write out I Tim 2 a S suh 
stitute "Divine nature" for "God". ‘ ° 


Lesson Four 


13.Do words like "both","and" 
persons (see p»13) Is Jesus 
use of "both" on p.13! 


."also" always have to refer to 2 
both God and man also ?(see hr.J's 


14,If the Son can do nothing of Himself,is 
(see John 5:19,14ilOjpp.l,13) 


He self existing??? 


15,Do two or three witnesses always have 
II Cor.13s1 


to be persons? See p.13 


16.Does 
son? 


"another" 
(see p.14) 


in John 14.16 necessarily mean "another" per- 


17 .Mr .Jack 
reference 

18. 

Answer 
ary. ) 


son wanted to use Heb.lsS to refute that the Son is a 
to human nature. How was this refuted? (see p.24) 

arguments on Hk.l3*32jMt.l2i32 (look ahead if neoess 


1>.According to Jackson, Father,Son and Holy Ghost are three 
persons m one Divine substanc:e(see p.3) Itfhat difficulty does 

COntenclr ? s onV er that the Divine substance and Christ 
with?? persons create? How many persons does he end up 


20,in what sense can Jesus be sent 
ready there? explain about the two 


and in what sense is he al~ 
wills of Christ (see pp,28, 


Lesson Five 


21.In what sense is Jesus head of all principality 

\w<j * 1 % 10) ana in what sense is He under some one? 
if necessary) 


and powe r» 

(look ahead 


? a / Christ d ° nothing?(John 5.19) In what sens 
(Rom 9. 5?Mi?} 0 ?', ^? ee p,30 \ In what sense was He over all? 
i?a£-dials^“h G Sifr e S 8l0ry t0 another? V,hat verso in Is- 


(Heb%li,ie d ti?Ss a SSf tlV9 ° f thS hUman nature of Christ? 


:lue) 
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- d 7 2 w T ^ oes Jonn 14s/,8 apply to Jackson 8 s arguments on John 
Osj/. ; ./hat does Jacks on* s argument on John 4s 24 and Huke 24:39 
really prove? Are the human and Divine natures of Christ sepa¬ 
rate and distinct or are they fused into a third hybrid nature? 
aow might Jackson answer a Jehovah's Witness who said these 
verses proved Christ was not God? 

Lesson Sixr Ferguson's 2nd"Dissection" 

25. How can the Son talk to the Father without being a separate 

person from Him? 1 

26. Was Jesus omnipresent on earth as a man? Offer proof (see p. 


27,Summaraize the explanation of the baptism of Jesus on pp. 
i d and. JL l « 

28 .Summarize or outline explanation of "with" in John Is 1.(see 
pp.2/,2o; 


Lesson Seven 

29. Explain how Jesus can be made heir of all things.(p.30) 

30, Answer Jacksonson’s arguemtn on Rev.14:1, 

3USummarize the answer to argument "creation through the Son" 

32,How does Heb.lsS refute the eternal sonship dcatriue? 

Lesson Eights Ferguson's First Affirmative 

33.Summarize the argument from John 17:ll(p,33)„ 

34,Does the word "and" necessarily prove more than 1 nersoti? 
Si^?n iden °? (PP.33,34).Study U.1,5. What would usfng ’ 
trinitarian logic'on this verse make Jesus? Study Rev.lfDo 

L^hreeTf^" 6 ^^ 09 , 3 th ? rG that not three ^rsoAsTWhy 

is three a favorite number in the NT? 

35 2V5? d ° es th ° word " but " destroy Jacket's argument on iTim 

throe'^ne-oon^”' 3 “JA® 1 ® rul ® refute the notion that "God is 
p t-hp 1 i 4 " ° r t re ® Persons share the Divine essence? ’What 

essenc;e?(p;o?2~35) Ult: ° f Sayins three Persons share one divine 
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wesson Nine 


§%5 S ? e co°2\ TTTet (aOC ° rdln 8 to John 
|£§ the one essence, then can r h Q ™ f f Jesus and the Father 

(cf.pp.2,3) Explain the a r6 C~ Share? 

--. 


Summarize arguments, 
38.Deut,32s 39 


39.Isa.37.-15?45, 20 

40,John 17:3*1 Timi6:15,16 

Lesson 10, Jackson's 1st Negative (?) 

(cfTpp 48?52 ) m What S ?|ply r w a r i madI e t Sar th e centers of consciousness, 
and Son talking together and each having J r8umsnt from the Father 
iousness?(see Prov.8,l6:Lk 12 f ?9 ™ ft separate centers of const* 
the evidence presented^t^ " 

42.Analyze Heb.8.3.4,9,14.What do they teach? 

or to a^PMia^pirso^in Deity? ’lhat Deity 38 3 whole 

that d ?Th my ar 8 UIa ent oh these versxes '»?? k3 ? n . thlnk on p,2? 

t Three persons are God"?(p. 45 ~) * S ' aff ect his conclusion 

divine natures^^essencel 5 or 'no* othe 3 G ° d Sayins there are no 
name God"? Give evidence When TT ot ^ er -Bosons worthy of the 

was he referring to natures'or persons^^iv-^'T^ 3 in John 8s29 

persons. Give evidence,see p.13. 

Lesson Eleven 

45. What was Bro.tonn >n •. 

John 14,23?(see p.54) rup y to Jackson's interpretation of 
refer to two persons"'^Exiilai^RevS^f’nScessaJjf necessa rHy 

abse^ofthe'amck (■ShSfT^S-^ 2 ' 6 ° n P-55.(note, 
refers to Divine nature not a seoarato n M 1 . Greek Proves that it 
translated it •■Divinity" (or "Di??Se ® a tire") PerSOn ' Thus 1 

one of Jackson's arguments based on OT and refuto it. 
Lesson 12,Ferguson's 2nd Affirmative 
9.There were no conversations between the Father and the Son o f 
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before Jesus became flesh; Are conversations in the Old Testament 
especially those in Psalms an exception to this?(p.50) 

50.Why is PsillO an embarrasment to Trinitarians? How does it prove 
Jesus is the Father? p 

51.1s the word "right hand" literal? Explain.(pp.51,52) 

52.Summarize argument refuting plurals used with God.(e.g„Gen.1s26) 
pp.oJ,54;How are some of these plurals an embarrasment to Mr. 
Jackson. (Note on p.2 Mr.Jackson uses "we" of himself. 

Lesson Thirteen 

o3»Refute Jackson’s "Father of eternity" argument.(Isa,9sS,p,56) 

54.How is Jesus’s Father as portrayed in light of Jackson’s 
logic an unfit parent? 

55 and 56 Summarize proof Jesus is the Holy Spirit. 

Lesson 14 1 Jackson’s Last Speech 

57. Evaluate McGee’s approach to Gen.Is 26, 

58. Does the examtation of Jesus to right hand of God refer 
to His deity or humanity? expoain. 

59. Who got caught on "para" and "pros"?Explain.cf pp.28,56 c 63. 

60. How does Jackson’s use of I Cordis 3 show that he is beginning 
to see the light on this verse (p,65) 

Lesson Fifteen 

61-64,Choose any four arguments in Jackson’s last speech and 
evalutate then. 

Lesson 16sThe Baptismal Formula,part I 

64.State the position the baptism booklet seeks to refute,Com¬ 
pare this with other arguments against baptism in Jesus'name,If 
•necessary order Peterson's or Fauss’ book from publishing house,, 
otate 2 or 3 of these other arguments and answer them, 

65, Trace the history of baptism in Jesus’ name in the first 
few centuries of Church History* 

66, Trace the history of Jesus’ name baptism and the no formula 
theory in the 19th and 20th centuries. Briefly summarize too 
argument from ehrurch history. 
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57. How is spiritualizing and looking for figurative, 
meanings dangerous? What would this lead to in the ea 
baptism if taken to its natural conclusion? 


hidden 
se of 


68, '/hen should one ever depart from the litoral, most common 
meaning of the word? What is the most commonly understood mean¬ 
ing for "name"? 


69 n The formulas in Acts are slightly different.(Acts 2s38 5 
8 1 1 65 1 Os48$ 19s (') Which one should be used? Is there a common 
element in all of them? 


VO. Summarize the argument based on John the baptist.Did he use 
a formula?"In the name" is said by some to be a generalized, 
figurative statement for the authority of the baptism. If this 
were so, what would we expect to find with respect to John's 
baptisms? 


Lesson S event eon»Baptismal Formula,part II 

71.7/hat does Bauer's Lexicon say about "in the name" in Matt 28s 
19 and in Acts 2s38?? 

72.Quote one other Greek scholar. 

73«Qhote fully Col.3sl7, If we thank God, would we actually 
'■use" the name of Jesus? If we coninually thank God for our 
jobs, forinstance, would this include the various individual 
acts on the job? 


74. According to Acts 15s17 what do gentiles have to have done 
before they can seek the Lord? What is the proof this and James 
2 s 7 may have reference to baptism? 

75. Does calling a name over an object have any importance in 
the Bible? Where? Explain. 

76. Where does it say to say anything when you baptize? Defend 
your answer. 

77.Suppose someone uses the illustration that the US ambassador 
does business for us "in the name"of the United States, Is this 
an effective argument against Jesus* name baptism? Explain. 

Lesson ISsMiracles,1 Cor 13s10 

78.Summarize the Church of X. argument from I cor,13s10 as if 
you were one of them. 


79.What does "that which is perfect" in I Cor.13s10 really mean? 
Give proof. 
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80,Suppose someone says "that which is perfect" cannot possibly 
refer to the coming of Christ because Christ is "He who" not 
"that whicihft. Answer the argument. 

81,Why can*t "that which is perfect" be the Bible? Give some 
reasons, 


82. When did Paul expect to be perfect? (See I Cor 13;11,pp,27, 
28 in Avail, Book,) 

83. How does I Cor,13:12 refute the Bible=to teleion theory?? 

84. RefutesMiracles are no longer needed. For example we don*t 
need discernment now because we can read all we need to know in 
the Bible. 


Lesson 19:Other arguments against miracles 

85.State the church of X. argument on Eph.4s9-13. 

86 .Suppose someone said,"The unity in Eph 4s13 was not "agree¬ 
ment 5 because Eph,4s3 says they already had that." How can this 
be refuted?(especially by the book of Ephesians itself) What 
does the word"keep" in 4:3 mean?(Use dictionary if necessary) 

87oWha t does iiiip h.4;13 really mean? Analyze the verse and give 
evidence. 

88 a State and answer argument on Sph.4:5. 

89.Does Kk 16s17 teach "snake handling"? Why or why not? 

90,Suppose someone says,"Apostles are no longer in the church, 
therefore gifts ceased also." Were there only 12 apostles (see 
Gal.1:19jActs 14s14) 

91. Answer arguments"The Word is now confirmed so gifts ceased." 

Lesson 20s Arguments for continuance of miracles 

92. Develop an argument on I Cor.12s28. 

93. Where are the "uttermost parts of the earth". What places 
are farthest from Palestine? Is Acts 1:8 for apostles only? 

94. Does "all flesh" in Joel 2:28 refer to 12 apostles and Corn¬ 
elius only? Look up the expression "all flesh" in a concordance. 
How is it used of 40-50 or larger groups? 

95. Does "in the last days" mean throughout the last days or in 
the first part of the last days? Give proof.How is it used in 
the Bible? Trace in a concordance, 

96. Why did Peter refer to blood fire,etc."in Acts 2sl7ff,?What 
is the next event after outpouring ceases???? 

97. Does KkslGs17,18 refer to apostles only? Give proof. 
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98. Does iarlc I s 15 refer to believers today? -/hat will 

happen when the gospel is preached to every creature aoe^rul¬ 
ing to Katt 24s14? . 

99. /las Luke 24s49 to apostles only? (see Lk.24s33; 

100.Is "gift" in Acts used as a natural or supernatural event 
(see Acts 8 s 20; 10s 45,4 *5 11 1 15 ,17) //ho is this gifts for in 
Acts 25 oo,39? 
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Introduction 

The following is a list of books for further study. It is per¬ 
haps the most complete bibliography of Oneness,Trinitarian and 
Arian books in existence. It is believed that this list will be 
of special benefit to the student as he delves deeper into this 
subject. 


I.Systematic Theologies 

Berkhof .Louis . Introductory Volume to Systematic: Theology.Grand 
RapidssEerdmans,1955.Calvinistic but one of the best one 
volume theologies available. 

Binney. Theological Compend .Methodist 

Chafer,Louis Sperry.Systematic Theology .Congregational.vol.one 
is devoted to the Trinity. 

Hodge,Charles.Sytematic Theology (vol.I) .Grand RapidssEerdmans 
Publ.Co,1932.(reprint) 

Holdcroft,Thomas.Theology P roper .Privately printed by author, 

1970,Assemblies of God,Intended as a supplement to courses 
at Western Pentecostal Bible College,North Vancouver,B.C. 

Seeberg,Reinhold,History of Doctrines .Grand Rapids % Baker,reprint 
1898 edition, 

S.hedd,W.G ,T .Dogmatic Theology , (vol. I) Grand Rapids s Zondervan, (re- 

[ 'print of 1888 edition).Calvinistic 

Strong,A.H. Systematic Theology (vol I).Philadelphia:Judson,1907. 
Baptist.very thorough,exaustive in places, 

Wiley,Orton H.Christian Theology (vol.I).Kansas City:Beacon Hill 
Press,1941.Mazarene 

Williams.Earnest. Systematic Theology .Springfield.Mo. sGospel Publ. 
House,1953 


II.Books By Trinitarians 

Anderson,Roberto The Lord From Heaven .Grand RapidssICregel Publica¬ 
tions ,reprint» a study of the incarnation. 

Baillje,D.M. God was in Christ . NYsScribner“s,1948. A study of 

the person of Christ, particularly the dual nature of Jesus. 

Bickersteth,E.H. The Trinity »Grand Rapids s Kregel,1957 reprint.A 
refutation of Unitarian attacks on the deity of Christ.He 
answers then by appealing to the dual nature of Christ. It 
is therefore an excellent stbdv of this aspect of the sub¬ 
ject, 

Brunback,Car1. God in Three Persons .Clevelanda Pathway Press,1957, 
An attempt at refuting the Oneness message,In places it is 
a good source for Oneness arguments which the author has 
either forgotten to or been unable to refute. 

Hall,William Phillips» A Remarkable Biblical D iscovery .NY8American 
Tract Society ,1929.(UPC publishing house prints an abridged 
edition) A study of the divine name. Special emphasis on 
the baptismal formula, 

Lindquist,F.JVTho Truth About the Trinity and Baptism in Jesus’ 

harae Only”Booklet published by northern Gospel Fubl.n,d. 
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a refutation which seeks to "expose" oneness doctrine. 

BinharHRnn f Cvril. ThG Doctrine of the Trinity.HY Abingdon,1>oo. 

L fresh approach to the question V7hieh is willing to depart 
from tradition. It points out many discrepancies in trini¬ 
tarian thought but offers no solutions, 

Riggs,Ralph i. . The Spirit Himself .SpringfieldtGospel Publ.House, 

1948. 

Rider,James D. The Theology of the J e sus Only Movement . Unpublisn- 
ed Th.D•dissertation at Dallas Theological seminary,1>51. 
Largely leaves the impression that unorganized "fringe" 
elements are identified with the entire group. Like Carl 
Brumback makes the assertion that Oneness is Arrianism be¬ 
cause some proponents of Oneness doctrine hold to a dual 
nature of Christ prior to the incarnation. 

Stone,ITt£ han. Danes of God . Chicago?Moody Press ,1944. 

G. I<. If all ace . dallace-Vaughn Debate . Okla .CitysT e legram Book co, 

1955. (available from Gospel udvocate,Nashville,Tenn» )Tnis 
was a debate with an inexperienced student freshly gradua¬ 
ted from Bible school and an experienced,seasoned debater 
who claims to be a minister with the Church of Christ.bro. 
Vaughn had thought the debate would be with the local pastor 
who was equal in experience to himself.Bro«V.was not even 
aware that the debate was printed. 

Zodhiates,Spiros, das Christ God ? Grand RapidssEerdmans,1966,A 
good example of the way in which some Trinitarians rely 
on Greek to establish their position. There' is almost a 
slavish dependence on A.T.Robertson. 


III.Books by Oneness Authors 

Brumlev.Don. That Must de Do .Privately printed, sold by Pent. 
Publ.House,St,Louis . 

Ewart,Frank,J. The Revelation of Jesus Christ .privately printed, 
sold by Pent.Publ*House, 

Fauss.Oliver. Buy the Truth and Sell it not . St.LouissPent.Publ. 
House,1965, 

Ferguson, Paul. God in Christ Jesus .Stockton.Cals Apostolic Fress, 
1963, 

Compendium of Dogmatic Theology .Tulsa;Apostolic College 
Press,1958, 

Jackson-Ferguson Debate (on the Godhead)Stookton!Apostolic 
Press,1969, 

The Significance of Calling A Harae Over an Object in the 
Scrirture .Unpublished K, A.dissertation at dheaton College, 
1955. 

"The Real Truth about the Trinity" Stocktons Apostolic 
Press,1947. 
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How the Doctrine of the Trinit y /iffeets Beliefs that hatter * 
Stocktons Apostolic Press,1967. 

The Ferguson-Bargas Debate .(a written debate between 3ro. 
Ferguson and Freddie Bargas a 7th Day Adventist Bible Teach¬ 
er) ,Stockton: Apostolic Press,1967, 

"A Comparison of the Theophany in Ezelciel with Rev.4 and. 5" 
An unpublished paper presented before the Fall 1965 session 
of the Evangelical Theological Society. 

"Plural Morphemes Modifying Deity in Genesis" A paper pres¬ 
ented. before the Fall 1968 meeting of ETS and privately 
printed by author. 

Is There A Sooken Formula in NT Hater Baptisau Stocktomapos¬ 
tolic: Press, 1968. A reply to an article assertating, there 
was not a spoken formula. The author of this artice, a Rev, 
Dunn declined to send Bro,Ferguson a rebuttal though he was 


given opportunity, 

Foster.Fred. Think It Hot -Strange .St.Louis:Pent.Publ,1965. 

Haywood.G.T. Lifc and Writings of G .T.Haywood .Stocktons Apostolic- 
Press, 1968, 

McGee.Gordon.Is Jesus in the Godhead or Is the Godhead in Jesus : 
Privately printed by author,widely distributed. One of the 
best popular expositions of the Godhead message as preached 
by Oneness Pentecostals, 

Paterson.John. God in Christ Jesus .privately printed, sold by 
Pent.Publ.,3t,Louis. 

Reeves.Kenneth. The Godhead .3t uLouis.privately printed by author, 
sold by Pent,Publ. 

Vouga,Osc:ar, "Our Gospel Message" .St.Louis: Pent.Publ ,n.d. 

Springfield.Melvin. Jesus the Almighty .privately printed,sold by 
Pent.Publ. 

Urshan.Andrew. Life Story .Stockton:Apostolic Press,1967. 

Apostolic: Faith Doctrine of the Hew Birth .privately printed, 


1941. 

Urshan,Nathan,Consider Him .sold by Pent,Publ. 

Yadon■ C.Haskell Jehovah-Jesus .Twin Falls .Idaho: privately printed, 
1952. 


The following books are on the subject of the iivailability 
of miraculous gifts to believers todays 

I.General Works on the Holy Spirit 

Barclay, William. Promise of the Spirit <. Phil „ t Westminster ,1960 
Barth.Karl . Holy Ghost and Christia n Life.Londons Muller,1938. 

Kuyper ,A, Work ‘of the Holy Spirit .Grand Rapids: Eerdmans prerint. 
Owen, John.The Holy Spirit . His Gifts and Power's .Grand Rapids: 

Kregel reprint. 

Ramm,Bernard.Witness of the Spirit .Grand Rapids:Eerdmans,IS59. 
Riggs. The Spirit Himself .Springfield:Gospel Publ. 

Stott .John. Baptism and Fulness of the Holy Spirit . Intervarsity, 11 64 
Unger.Merrill, Baptizing Work of the Holy Spirit .Wheaton:Scrip- 
ture Press,1953* 
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Ryrie,Chas.The Holy Spirit.Chicago!Moody,1965. 

Walvoord,John. The Holy Spirit .Grand RapidssDunhams,1958, 

II.Books by Pentecostals 

Basham,Don.A Handbook on Holy Spirit Baptism .Monroeville,Penn.* a 
Whitaker Books,1969. Written by a former seminary trained 
minister of the"Christian" Church. 

Boone,Pat.A New Song .Carol Stream,ILL.sCreation House,1970. 

Written by entertainer and former gospel minister in the 
denomination "Church of Christ". 

Brumback,Carl.What Heaneth This ? Springfield,Mo. t Gospel Publ,lS47. 

Ervin,Howard H. Those Are Not Drunken As Ye Suppose .Plainfield. 
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